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Highlights 


47878  Grant  Programs— Health  HHS/PHS  proposes  to 
amend  regulations  which  apply  to  grants  awarded 
to  State  and  local  government  agencies,  and  to 
certain  nonprofit  entities,  to  assist  them  in  meeting 
the  costs  of  preventive  health  service  programs; 
comments  by  9-2-80 

47998  Grant  Programs— Criminal  Justice  Justice/NIJ 
announces  continuation  of  competitive  research 
program  on  methodological  issues  in  criminal 
justice  research  and  evaluation;  first  cycle  apply  by 
11-1-80,  second  cycle  apply  by  5-1-81 

47996  Grant  Programs— Crime  Control  Justice/NI] 
announces  continuation  of  competitive  research 
program  on  crime  control  theory;  first  cycle  apply 
by  11-1-80,  second  cycle  apply  by  4-15-81 

47925  Grant  Program  HHS/Sec’y  is  seeking  applications 
for  a  grant  that  would  support  a  policy  research 
study  with  two  major  areas  of  analysis;  apply  by 

8- 15-80 

47871  Beneficiary  Associations  Treasury/IRS  publishes 
proposed  regulations  relating  to  voluntary 
employee’s  beneficiary  associations;  comments  by 

9- 15-80 

47869  Indians  Interior/BLM  proposes  to  revise  attorney 
contracts  with  Indian  tribes;  comments  by  8-18-80 


CONTINUED  INSIDE 
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bound.  Remit  check  or  money  order,  made  payable  to  the 
Superintendent  of  Documents,  U.S.  Government  Printing  Office, 
Washington,  D.C.  20402. 

There  are  no  restrictions  on  the  republication  of  material 
appearing  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Questions  and  requests  for  specific  information  may  be  directed 
to  the  telephone  numbers  listed  under  INFORMATION  AND 
ASSISTANCE  in  the  READER  AIDS  section  of  this  issue. 


47896  Environment  Assessment  Commerce/MA  gives 
notice  that  the  environmental  assessment  for  the 
control  of  asbestos  hazards  in  MarAd  Programs  will 
be  filed  with  EPA  on  or  about  7-31-80 

47846  Credit  Unions  NCUA  publishes  proposal 

regarding  operational  procedures  for  share  draft 
accounts;  comments  by  9-1-80 

48054  Fire  Management  Interior/BLM  publishes 

proposal  establishing  procedures  for  prevention  of 
wildfires  on  public  lands;  comments  by  9-15-80 
(Part  II  of  this  issue) 

4801 1  Noise  Control  DOT/FAA  publishes  report  of  fleet 
status  and  compliance  plans  of  U.S.  Domestic 
Aircraft  operators,  as  they  move  toward  compliance 
-  with  the  FAA’s  aircraft  noise  regulation 

47863  Natural  Gas  DOE/FERC  publishes  proposal 

regarding  high-cost  natural  gas  produced  from  wells 
drilled  in  deep  water,  comments  by  8-11-80 

47866  Water  Resources  WRC  publishes  proposed  rule 
regarding  water  resources  planning  assistance 
activities;  comments  by  9-15-80 

47846  Depository  Institutions  FRS  revises  proposal 
regarding  reserve  requirements  of  depository 
-  institutions;  effective  7-11-80;  comments  by  7-17-80 

48074  Policy  Letter  OMB/OFPP  publishes  notice 

regarding  policy  letter  80-5  Federal  acquisition 
regulation  system;  effective  8-15-80  (Part  IV  of  this 
issue) 

47843  Off-Road  Vehicle  Interior/BLM  revises 

regulations  that  specify  licensing  required  to 
operate  an  off-road  vehicle  on  the  public  lands; 
effective  8-18-80 

47896  Economic  indicators  Commerce/Sec’y  gives 
8-18-80  comment  period  on  recommendation  to 
combine  and  revise  Statistical  Policy  Directive 
Numbers  3  and  4  into  one  directive  on  compilation 
and  release  of  principal  Federal  economic 
indicators 


Privacy  Act  Document 

48016  Treasury/Sec’y 

48018  Sunshine  Act  Meetings 

Separate  Parts  of  this  Issue 

48054  Part  II,  Interior/BLM 
48058  Part  III,  DOT/CG 
48074  Part  IV,  OMB/OFPP 
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Agricultural  Marketing  Service 

RULES 

47844  Oranges  (Valencia)  grown  in  Arizona  and 
California 

47837  Pears,  plums,  and  peaches  grown  in  Calif.; 
correction 

PROPOSED  RULES 

47846  Tomatoes  grown  in  Tex.;  hearing;  correction 

Agriculture  Department 

See  also  Agricultural  Marketing  Service; 

Commodity  Credit  Corporation;  Forest  Service. 

Antitrust  Division 

NOTICES 

Competitive  impact  statements  and  proposed 
consent  judgments: 

47993  Allen  County  Indiana  Bar  Association,  Inc. 

47990  RMI  Co.  et  al. 

Army  Department 

See  also  Engineers  Corps. 

NOTICES 

Patent  licenses,  exclusive: 

47902  Kinetic  Concepts,  Inc. 

Center  for  Disease  Control 

PROPOSED  RULES 

Grants: 

47878  Preventive  health  service  programs 

Civil  Aeronautics  Board 

NOTICES 

47890  All-cargo  air  service  certificate  applications 
Hearings,  etc.: 

47890  Chicago-Tucson  Subpart  Q  proceeding 

47890  Southwest  Airlines  Subpart  Q  restriction  removal 
proceeding  (Hobby  Airport) 

48018  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 

Civil  Rights  Commission 

NOTICES 

Meetings;  State  advisory  committees: 

47891  Michigan 

Coast  Guard 

RULES 

Districts,  marine  inspection  zones,  and  captain  of 
port  areas: 

47842  Twelfth  District;  boundary  realignments 

PROPOSED  RULES 
Boating  safety: 

47876  Equipment  requirements;  personal  flotation 

device  carriage  requirement  for  sailboards, 
exemption 

48058  Self-propelled  vessels  carrying  hazardous  liquids; 
safety  requirements 


Commerce  Department 

See  also  Federal  Statistical  Policy  and  Standards 
Office;  International  Trade  Administration; 
Maritime  Administration;  National  Oceanic  and 
Atmospheric  Administration. 

NOTICES 

Committees;  establishment,  renewals,  terminations, 
etc.: 

47898  U.S.  Merchant  Marine  Academy  Advisory  Board 
47898  National  Environmental  Policy  Act;  implementation 
Organization,  functions,  and  authority  delegations: 
47902  National  Bureau  of  Standards 

Procurement: 

47902  Commercial  or  industrial  activities;  cost 
comparison  study  of  government  versus  contract 
operations;  correction 

Commodity  Credit  Corporation 

RULES 

Cooperative  marketing  associations;  eligibility  * 
requirements  for  price  supports: 

47837  Marketing  method  development  and  testing 

Commodity  Futures  Trading  Commission 

NOTICES 

48018  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 

Defense  Department 

See  also  Army  Department;  Engineers  Corps. 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

47903  DLA  Advisory  Committee 

Economic  Regulatory  Administration 

NOTICES 

Consent  orders: 

47905  City  Service,  Inc. 

47909  Olympic  Gas  &  Oil  Co. 

Powerplant  and  industrial  fuel  use;  prohibition 
orders,  exemption  requests,  etc.: 

47906  J.  P.  Stevens  &  Co.,  Inc. 

Remedial  orders: 

47908  Reeves  Chevron 

47908  Rodriguez  Standard 

Education  Department 

NOTICES 

Committees;  establishment,  renewals,  terminations, 
etc.: 

47903  Intergovernmental  Advisory  Council  on 

Education 

Energy  Department 

See  also  Economic  Regulatory  Administration; 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission;  Hearings 
and  Appeals  Office,  Energy  Department;  Nuclear 
Energy  Office,  Energy  Department. 

NOTICES 

International  atomic  energy  agreements;  civil  uses; 
subsequent  arrangements: 

47909  Japan  and  European  Atomic  Energy  Community 
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Meetings: 

47905  International  Energy  Agency  Industry  Advisory 
Board;  changes  in  agenda 

Engineers  Corps 

NOTICES 

Environmental  statements;  availability,  etc.: 

47902  Atlanta,  Ga.;  metropolitan  Atlanta  water 
resources  study 

Environmental  Protection  Agency 

PROPOSED  RULES 

Air  quality  implementation  plans;  approval  and 
promulgation;  various  States,  etc.: 

47877  Ohio 

NOTICES 
Meetings 

47914  FIFRA  Scientific  Advisory  Panel 

Federal  Aviation  Administration 

RULES 

Airworthiness  directives: 

47838  Boeing;  correction  (2  documents) 

47838  Cessna 

47838  Semco;  correction 

47839  Short  Brothers 

Organization,  functions,  and  authority  delegations: 
47837  Director  of  Airworthiness  et  al.;  redelegation  of 

authority  due  to  reorganization 

47840  Transition  areas 

NOTICES 

48012  Exemption  petitions;  summary  and  disposition 
Meetings:  • 

48014  Aeronautics  Radio  Technical  Commission 

48011  Noise  standards;  compliance  by  U.S.  domestic 
aircraft  operators;  report 

Federal  Communications  Commission 

PROPOSED  RULES 

Conducted  standards: 

47885  Financial  interests  restrictions;  scope  and 
coverage 

Radio  stations;  table  of  assignments: 

47885  South  Carolina;  extension  of  time 

NOTICES 
Hearings,  etc.: 

47914  Abilene  Broadcasting  Co.,  Inc.,  et  al. 

47916  CJL  Broadcasting,  Inc.,  et  al. 

47916  Craig  Bible  Institute  et  al. 

47917  Great  American  Wireless  Signal  Co.,  Inc.,  et  al. 
47919  Musicradio  of  Maryland,  Inc.,  et  al. 

Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Corporation 

NOTICES 

48018,  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act  (4  documents) 

48019 

Federal  Election  Commission 

NOTICES 

48019  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 

47919  Michigan  special  primary  and  general  election 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

RULES 

Electric  utilities: 

47841  Rate  schedules;  limits  on  percentage  adders  for 
transmission  services;  clarification  and  denial  of 
rehearing  application 


PROPOSED  RULES 

Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978: 

47863  High-cost  natural  gas  produced  in  deep  water, 
qualifications  and  establishment  of  incentive 
price 

NOTICES 

48019  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 

Federal  Highway  Administration 

NOTICES 

Commercial  motor  carriers: 

48015  Hours  of  service;  use  of  tachograph  charts  or 

modified  carrier  documents  for  driver’s  logs;  test 
program;  list  of  participating  carriers  revised 
Environmental  statements;  availability,  etc.: 

48014  Lincoln  County,  N.  Mex.;  intent  to  prepare 

48014  Otero  County,  N.  Mex.;  intent  to  prepare 

Federal  Maritime  Commission 

NOTICES 

Freight  forwarder  licenses: 

47920  Lockwood  Shipping  Service,  Inc. 

48020  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 

Federal  Procurement  Policy  Office 

NOTICES 

48074  Federal  Acquisition  Regulation  System  (FAR 

System);  establishment  and  administration  (Policy 
Letter  80-5) 

Federal  Railroad  Administration 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

48015  Minority  Business  Resource  Center  Advisory 
Committee;  location  change 

Federal  Reserve  System 

PROPOSED  RULES 

Reserves  of  member  banks  (Regulation  D): 

47846  Time  deposit  instrument;  statement  requirement 

NOTICES 

Applications,  etc.: 

47920  Chemical  Financial  Corp. 

47920  First  State  Holding  Co.,  Inc. 

47920  Hollis  Bancshares,  Inc. 

47920  KNB  Bancshares,  Inc. 

47921  Le  Roy  C.  Darby,  Inc. 

47921  Marine  Corp. 

47922  MSB  Holding  Co. 

47921  Newton  Bancshares,  Inc. 

47921  Old  Stone  Corp. 

47922  Republic  of  Texas  Corp.  (2  documents) 

47922  Westex  Bancorp,  Inc. 

Federal  Statistical  Policy  and  Standards  Office 

NOTICES 

47896  Federal  economic  indicators,  principal;  compilation 
and  release;  directive;  inquiry 

Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 

NOTICES 

47936,  Endangered  and  threatened  species  permits; 

47937  applications  (2  documents) 

Environmental  statements;  availability,  etc.: 

47937  Nebraska  Sandhills  wetland  habitat  protection 
47937  National  fish  and  wildlife  policy;  draft  availability 
and  inquiry;  reopening  of  comment  period 
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Forest  Service 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

47890  Carson  National  Forest  Grazing  Advisory  Board 
47890  Tonto  National  Forest  Grazing  Advisory  Board 

General  Accounting  Office 

NOTICES 

47923  Regulatory  reports  review;  proposals,  approvals, 
violations,  etc.  (CAB,  FTC) 

Geological  Survey 

NOTICES 

Outer  Continental  Shelf;  oil,  gas,  and  sulphur 
operations;  development  and  production  plans: 
47940  Amoco  Production  Co. 

47940  ARCO  Oil  &  Gas  Co. 

47939  C&K  Marine  Production  Co. 

47938,  Chevron  U.S.A.,  Inc.  (3  documents) 

47940  ‘ 

47938,  Conoco  Inc.  (2  documents) 

47939 

47938  Exxon  Co.  U.S.A. 

47939  Gulf  Oil  Exploration  &  Production  Co. 

47939  Sun  Gas  Co. 

Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  Department 

See  Education  Department;  Health  and  Human 
Services  Department. 

Health  and  Human  Services  Department 

See  also  Center  for  Disease  Control;  National 
Institutes  of  Health. 

NOTICES 

Grants;  availability,  etc.: 

47925  Economic  simulation  models  development  and 
use;  program  impact  study 

Hearings  and  Appeals  Office,  Energy  Department 

NOTICES 

Applications  for  exception: 

47910  Cases  filed 

47911  Decisions  and  orders 

Heritage  Conservation  and  Recreation  Service 

NOTICES 

Natural  Landmarks  National  Registry;  additions, 
deletions,  etc.: 

47941  Texas  et  al. 

Indian  Affairs  Bureau 

PROPOSED  RULES 

47869  Attorney  contracts  with  Indian  tribes 
47869  Attorneys  and  agents,  recognition  as  claimant 
representatives;  removal  of  CFR  Part 

NOTICES 

Child  custody  proceedings,  reassumption  of 
jurisdiction;  petition  receipt,  approval,  etc.: 

47926  Spokane  Tribe,  Spokane  Reservation 

Interior  Department 

See  also  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service;  Geological 
Survey;  Heritage  Conservation  and  Recreation 
Service;  Indian  Affairs  Bureau;  Land  Management 
Bureau;  Water  and  Power  Resources  Service. 

NOTICES 

47941,  National  Environmental  Policy  Act;  implementation 
47944  (2  documents) 


Internal  Revenue  Service 

PROPOSED  RULES 

Income  taxes: 

47871  Employees’  beneficiary  associations,  voluntary 

International  Trade  Administration 

NOTICES 

Scientic  articles;  duty  free  entry: 

47895  Ames  Laboratory  et  al. 

47891  Arizona  State  University  et  al. 

47893  Texas  Tech  University  et  al. 

Interstate  Commerce  Commission 

RULES 

Railroad  car  service  orders;  various  companies: 
47844  Atchison,  Topeka  &  Santa  Fe  Railway  Co. 
NOTICES 
Motor  carriers: 

47946  Permanent  authority  applications 

Railroad  services  abandonment: 

47989  Burlington  Northern  Inc.  (2  documents) 

47989  Seaboard  Coast  Line  Railroad  Co. 

Justice  Department 

See  Antitrust  Division;  National  Institute  of  Justice. 

Land  Management  Bureau 

RULES 

Recreation  management: 

47843  Off-road  vehicles;  licensing  requirements 

47842  Wild  free-roaming  horse  and  burro  protection, 
management  and  control;  use  of  helicopters 
PROPOSED  RULES 
Fire  management: 

48054  Wildfire  prevention  procedures 

NOTICES 

Alaska  native  claims  selections;  applications,  etc.: 
47927  Kluti-Kaah  Corp. 

47929  NANA  Regional  Corp.,  Inc. 

47930  NANA  Regional  Corp.,  Inc.,  et  al.  _ 

Boundary  descriptions,  classification,  and 
management  plans: 

47932  Albuquerque  District,  N.  Mex.,  et  al. 

Closure  of  public  lands: 

47936  New  Mexico 

Environmental  statements;  availability,  etc.: 

47927  Dillon  Resource  Area,  Mont.:  off-road  vehicle 

travel 
Meetings: 

47934  Albuquerque  District  Advisory  Council 

47933  Butte  District  Multiple  Use  Advisory  Council 

47933  California  Desert  Conservation  Area  Advisory 

Committee 

47936  Fort  Union  Regional  Coal  Team,  N.  Dak. 

47933  Las  Cruces  District  Grazing  Advisory  Board 

Survey  plat  filings: 

47927  Colorado 

Wilderness  areas;  characteristics,  inventories,  etc.: 
47936  Utah 

Withdrawal  and  reservation  of  lands,  proposed, 
etc.: 

47936  California;  proposed  revocation;  correction 

47933  Nevada 

Management  and  Budget  Office 

See  also  Federal  Procurement  Policy  Office. 
NOTICES  t 

48008  Agency  forms  under  review 
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Maritime  Administration 

NOTICES 

Environmental  statements;  availability,  etc.: 

47896  Fire  protection  and  thermal  insulation  programs; 
control  of  asbestos  hazards 
Trustees;  applicants  approved,  disapproved,  etc.: 
47896  Key  Bank  N.A. 

National  Aeronautics  and  Space  Administration 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

47999  Advisory  Council;  cancellation 

National  Credit  Union  Administration 

PROPOSED  RULES 

Federal  credit  unions  and  federally  insured  State 
chartered  credit  unions: 

47846  Share  accounts  and  share  certificate  accounts; 

and  share  draft  accounts 

National  Highway  Traffic  Safety  Administration 

NOTICES 

Motor  vehicle  safety  standards;  exemption 
petitions,  etc.: 

48015  Batavus  USA  Inc.;  rearview  mirrors 

48016  White  Motor  Corp.;  control  location, 
identification,  and  illumination 

National  Institute  of  Justice 

NOTICES 

Grants  solicitation,  competitive  research: 

47996  Crime  control  theory 

47998  Criminal  justice  research  and  evaluation, 
methodological  issues 

National  Institutes  of  Health 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

47924  Allergy  and  Infectious  Diseases  National 

Advisory  Council 

47923  Arteriosclerosis,  Hypertension  and  Lipid 
Metabolism  Advisory  Committee 

47924  Cancer  Institute,  National;  Biometry  and 
Epidemiology  Contract  Review  Committee 

47924  CEA  (carginoembryonic  antigen),  role  in  clinical 
management  of  cancer;  consensus  development 
conference 

47924  Dental  Research,  National  Institute;  Programs 

Advisory  Committee 

47924  Diabetes  National  Advisory  Board 

National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 

Administration 

NOTICES 

Marine  mammal  permit  applications,  etc.: 

47896  Acuarama  S.A. 

National  Science  Foundation 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

47999  Earth  Sciences  Advisory  Committee 

48000  Policy  Research  and  A^nalysis  and  Science 
Resources  Studies  Advisory  Committee 

National  Transportation  Safety  Board 

NOTICES 

47800  Accident  reports,  safety  recommendations  and 
responses,  etc.;  availability 


Nuclear  Energy  Office,  Energy  Department 

NOTICES 

47903  Spent  power  reactor  fuel  policy,  domestic  and 
foreign;  decision  to  implement 

Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 

NOTICES 

Applications,  etc.: 

48004  Applied  Health  Physics,  Inc. 

48005  Eastern  Testing  &  Inspection,  Inc. 

48006  Jersey  Central  Power  &  Light  Co. 

48005  Kerr-McGee  Nuclear  Corp. 

48006  Metropolitan  Edison  Co. 

48005  Mitsubishi  International  et  al. 

48008  Tennessee  Valley  Authority 

48008  Toledo  Edison  Co.  et  al. 

Meetings: 

48003  Reactor  Safeguards  Advisory  Committee 

48007  Regulatory  guides;  issuance  and  availability 

Postal  Rate  Commission 

NOTICES 

48010  Visits  to  postal  facilities 

Postal  Service 

NOTICES 

48019  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 

Research  and  Special  Programs  Administration, 

Transportation  Department 

RULES 

Hazardous  materials: 

47843  Shipment  by  aircraft;  government-owned  aircraft 
exemption,  aircraft  leased  to  foreign  national, 
etc.;  correction 

Securities  and  Exchange  Commission 

PROPOSED  RULES 

47853  Securities  and  commodities  industry  registration, 
uniform  application  (Form  U— 4);  revision 

NOTICES 

48019  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 

State  Department 

NOTICES  ' 

Fishing  permits,  applications: 

48011  Japan  et  al. 

48010  West  Germany  et  al. 

Tennessee  Valley  Authority 

NOTICES 

48019  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 

Transportation  Department 

See  Coast  Guard;  Federal  Aviation  Administration; 
Federal  Highway  Administration;  Federal  Railroad 
Administration;  National  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Administration;  Research  and  Special  Programs 
Administration,  Transportation  Department. 

Treasury  Department 

See  also  Internal  Revenue  Service. 

NOTICES 

48016  Privacy  Act;  systems  of  records 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  45,  No.  139  /  Thursday,  July  17,  1980  /  Contents 


vn 


Water  and  Power  Resources  Service 

NOTICES 

Contract  negotiations: 

47941  Central  Nebraska  Public  Power  and  Irrigation 
District 

Water  Resources  Council 

PROPOSED  RULES 

47866  Floodplain  management  and  wetlands  protection 


MEETINGS  ANNOUNCED  IN  THIS  ISSUE 


CHANGED  MEETINGS 

AGRICULTURE  DEPARTMENT 

Forest  Service — 

47890  Carson  National  Forest  Grazing  Advisory  Board, 
7-26-80  changed  to  8-9-80 

TRANSPORTATION  DEPARTMENT 

Federal  Railroad  Administration — 

48015  Minority  Business  Resource  Center  Advisory 
Committee,  7-21-80,  location  change 

CANCELLED  MEETINGS 


ENERGY  DEPARTMENT 

47905  Voluntary  Agreement  and  Plan  of  Action  to 
implement  the  International  Energy  Program, 

7- 22-80  «. 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 
47914  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act 
Scientific  Advisory  Panel,  7-23-80 

HEALTH  AND  HUMAN  SERVICES  DEPARTMENT 

National  Institutes  of  Health — 

47923  Arteriosclerosis,  Hypertension  and  Lipid 
Metabolism  Advisory  Committee,  9-30-80 

47924  Biometry  and  Epidemiology  Contract  Review 
Committee,  8-14  and  8-15-80 

47924  Consensus  Development  Conference,  9-29  and 
10-1-80 

47924  National  Diabetes  Advisory  Board,  9-5-80 
47924  National  Institute  of  Dental  Research  Programs 

Advisory  Committee,  Dental  Caries  Subcommittee, 
9-25  and  9-26-80 

INTERIOR  DEPARTMENT 

Bureau  of  Land  Management — 

47934  Albuquerque  District,  New  Mexico,  District 
Advisory  Council  Meeting,  8-13-80 
47933  Butte  District,  Montana,  Multiple  Use  Advisory 
Council,  8-19  and  8-20-80 

47933  California  Desert  Conservation  Area  Advisory 
Committee,  8-7  and  8-8-80 
47933  Las  Cruces  District  Grazing  Advisory  Board, 

8- 26-80 

47936  Regional  Coal  Team  for  the  Fort  Union  Coal 
Project,  8-20-80 

NUCLEAR  REGULATORY  COMMISSION 
48003  Reactor  Safeguards  Advisory  Committee,  Reactor 
Operations  Subcommittee,  8-4-80 


HEALTH  AND  HUMAN  SERVICES  DEPARTMENT 

National  Institutes  of  Health — 

47924  National  Advisory  Allergy  and  Infectious  Diseases 
Council,  Allergy  and  Immunology  Subcommittee, 
7-18-80  cancelled 

NATIONAL  AERONAUTICS  AND  SPACE 
ADMINISTRATION 

47999  NASA  Advisory  Council,  Space  and  Terrestrial 
Applications  Advisory  Committee,  7-17  and 
7-18-80  meeting  cancelled 


AGRICULTURE  DEPARTMENT 

Forest  Service — 

47890  Tonto  National  Forest  Grazing  Advisory  Board 
(Southwestern  Region),  8-22-80 

CIVIL  RIGHTS  COMMISSION 

47891  Michigan  Advisory  Committee,  8-7-80 

DEFENSE  DEPARTMENT 

Office  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense — 

47903  Defense  Intelligency  Agency  Advisory  Committee, 
8-15-80 


NATIONAL  SCIENCE  FOUNDATION 

47999  Earth  Sciences  Advisory  Committee,  Geology 
Subcommittee,  8-14  and  8-15-80 

48000  Subcommittee  for  Technology  Assessment  and  Risk 
Analysis  Division  of  Policy  Research  and  Analysis 
Directorate  for  Scientific  Technological,  and 
International  Affairs,  8-4-80 

TRANSPORTATION  DEPARTMENT 

Federal  Aviation  Administration — 

48014  Radio  Technical  Commission  for  Aeronautics, 

Special  Committee  136 — Installation  of  Emergency 
Locator  Transmitters  (ELT)  in  Aircraft,  8-5  and 
8-6-80 
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Rules  and  Regulations 


Federal  Register 
Vol.  45,  No.  139 
Thursday,  July  17,  1980 


This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  regulatory  documents  having 
general  applicability  and  legal  effect,  most 
of  which  are  keyed  to  and  codified  in 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  which  is 
published  under  50  titles  pursuant  to  44 
U.S.C.  1510. 

The  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  sold 
by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents. 

Prices  of  new  books  are  listed  in  the 
first  FEDERAL  REGISTER  issue  of  each 
month. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service 

7  CFR  Part  917 

[Peach  Reg.  12,  Arndt  1] 

Fresh  Pears,  Plums,  and  Peaches 
Grown  in  California;  Grade  and  Size 
Requirements  x 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  80-19948,  in  the  issue  of 
Wednesday,  July  2, 1980,  appearing  at 
page  44917,  §  91 7.452(a) (5) (i)  should  be 
corrected  as  follows: 

On  page  44918,  the  first  column,  the 
sixth  full  paragraph,  line  2,  now  reading 
“molded  forms  (tray  pack)  in  a  No. 

22DF”  should  be  corrected  to  read 
“molded  forms  (tray  pack)  in  a  No.  22D". 

BILUNG  CODE  1505-01-41 


Commodity  Credit  Corporation 

7  CFR  Part  1425 

/ 

Cooperative  Marketing  Associations: 
Eligibility;  Requirements  for  Price 
Support,  Amendment  4 

agency:  Commodity  Credit  Corporation, 
USDA. 

action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  rule  amends  the 
regulations  which  set  forth  the  eligibility 
requirements  which  cooperative 
marketing  associations  must  comply 
with  in  order  to  participate  in  authorized 
price  support  programs.  This 
amendment  permits  an  approved 
cooperative  to  develop  a  marketing 
method  and  test  it  on  a  pilot  basis 
without  adversely  impacting  on  a  large 
number  of  members  before  making  the 
marketing  method  available  to  all 
members. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  July  17, 1980. 


FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Dale  W.  Wilson,  Cooperative  Section, 
PSL  Division,  ASCS,  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  P.O.  Box  2415,  Washington, 
D.C.,  20013  (202)  447-5953.  The  final 
impact  statement  describing  the  options 
considered  in  developing  this  final  rule 
and  the  impact  of  implementing  the 
selected  option  is  available  on  request 
from  the  above  individual. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This 
final  action  has  been  reviewed  under 
USDA  procedures  established  in 
Secretary’s  Memorandum  1955  to 
implement  Executive  Order  12044  and 
has  been  classified  “not  significant.”  On 
Thursday,  April  10, 1980,  a  notice  of 
proposed  rulemaking  was  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  (45  FR  24492) 
announcing  that  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  (CCC)  was  considering 
amending  7  CFR  Part  1425,  Cooperative 
Marketing  Associations,  Eligibility 
Requirements  for  Price  Support,  to 
permit  a  cooperative  to  offer  an 
alternative  marketing  method  on  a  pilot 
or  limited  membership  basis  for  a  two 
year  period  before  making  such  option 
available  to  the  total  membership 
without  forfeiting  eligibility  for  price 
support. 

Comments  were  solicited  on  the 
proposed  rule  and  interested  persons 
were  given  sixty  (60)  days  to  express 
their  views.  Five  comments  were 
received.  All  comments  favored  the 
proposed  amendment  and  indicated  that 
the  very  reason  for  implementing  the 
pilot  project  was  to  test  the  mechanics 
of  a  marketing  method  in  order  to  insure 
that  it  functions  as  intended  for  the 
benefit  of  the  producer.  In  compliance 
with  Secretary’s  Memorandum  No.  1955 
and  “Improving  USDA  Regulations”  (43 
FR  50988),  initiation  of  review  of  these 
regulations  contained  in  7  CFR  Part  1425 
for  need,  currency,  clarity,  and 
effectiveness  will  be  made  within  the 
next  five  years. 

Final  Rule 

Accordingly,  the  regulations  of  7  CFR 
1425.9  are  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§1425.9  Uniform  Marketing  Agreement 

Any  quantity  of  a  commodity  on 
which  price  support  is  obtained  and  any 
other  quantity  of  such  commodity, 
which  is  included  in  the  same  pool  with 
a  quantity  of  the  commodity  on  which 
price  support  is  obtained,  must  be 
delivered  to  the  cooperative  by  its 


members  for  marketing  pursuant  to  a 
uniform  marketing  agreement  between 
the  cooperative  and  each  of  its  members 
who  delivered  such  commodity  to  the 
cooperative.  A  cooperative  may  provide 
alternative  methods  of  marketing  in 
addition  to  any  set  forth  in  its  marketing 
agreement  if  the  terms  and  conditions 
thereof  are  reasonable  and  information 
concerning  such  methods  of  marketing 
and  how  to  exercise  available  options 
are  made  available  to  all  active 
members.  In  addition,  when  authorized 
by  CCC,  an  approved  cooperative  may 
offer  additional  marketing  methods  on  a 
pilot  (limited  membership)  basis  for  up 
to  two  crop  years  before  making  such 
marketing  available  to  all  members.  If 
the  pilot  marketing  method  is  adopted 
as  a  permanent  marketing  method  by 
the  cooperative,  information  concerning 
the  method  and  how  to  participate  in  it 
shall  be  made  available  to  all  active 
members.  Such  information  may  be 
published  in  the  cooperative’s 
membership  publication  or  included  in 
other  written  notices  mailed  to  all  active 
members. 

(Secs.  4  and  5.  62  Stat.  1070,  as  amended  (15 
U.S.C.  714  b  and  c);  secs.  101, 103, 105 A, 

107 A,  201,  301, 401,  63  Stat.  1051,  as  amended 
(7  U.S.C.  1441, 1444(f),  1444c,  1445b,  1446, 

1447, 1421(a))) 

Signed  at  Washington.  D.C.  on  July  9, 1980. 
Ray  Fitzgerald, 

Executive  Vice  President,  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation. 

(FR  Doc.  80-21325  Filed  7-18-80: 8*5  am] 

BILLING  CODE  3410-06-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

Federal  Aviation  Administration 

14  CFR  Parts  11, 91, 121, 135,  and  137 

[Docket  No.  20515;  Arndt  Nos.  11-19;  91- 
166;  121-163;  135-6;  137-11] 

Redelegation  of  Authority 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  These  amendments 
redelegate  authority  formerly  held  by 
the  Director,  Flight  Standards  Service,  to 
the  Director  of  Airworthiness  or  the 
Director  of  Flight  Operations,  as 
appropriate.  These  amendments  are 
necessary  because  of  a  reorganization 
within  FAA  Headquarters. 
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EFFECTIVE  DATE:  September  10, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Eli  Newberger,  Regulatory  Projects 
Branch  (AVS-24),  Safety  Regulations 
Staff,  Associate  Administrator  for 
Aviation  Standards,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  800  Independence 
Avenue,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20591, 
Telephone  (202)  755-8710. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In  1979 
Flight  Standards  Service  was 
reorganized  under  the  Associate 
Administrator  for  Aviation  Standards. 
Flight  Standards  Service  was  abolished 
and  the  Offices  of  Airworthiness,  Flight 
Operations,  and  Aviation  Safety  were 
established.  References  to  the  Director, 
Flight  Standards  Service,  contained  in 
the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  need 
to  be  redelegated  to  the  appropriate  new 
office.  In  addition,  since  §  11.49(b)(2) 
was  deleted  by  Amendment  11-18  (45 
FR  38342),  §  11.49(b)(3)  is  designated 
$  11.49(b)(2). 

Notice  and  Public  Procedure 

Since  these  amendments  are  editorial 
and  administrative  in  nature  and  impose 
no  burden  on  the  public,  I  find  that 
notice  and  public  procedure  are 
unnecessary. 

The  Amendments 

Accordingly,  Parts  11,  91, 121, 135,  and 
137  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
(14  CFR  Parts  11,  91, 121, 135, 137)  are 
amended,  effective  September  10, 1980 
as  follows: 

§  11.49  [Amended] 

1.  By  amending  §  11.49(b)(3)  by 
redesignating  it  as  §  11.49(b)(2)  and  by 
deleting  the  phrase  "Flight  Standards 
Service"  and  inserting  the  phrase 
“Office  of  Flight  Operations”  in  its 
place. 

§§  11.81  and  91.41  [Amended] 

2.  By  amending  §§  11.81(b)  and 
91.41(c)  by  deleting  the  phrase  “Director, 
Flight  Standards  Service"  and  inserting 
the  phrase  “Director  of  Airworthiness" 
in  its  place. 

§§  91.50, 121.77,  135.10, 135.153  and  137.17 
[Amended] 

3.  By  amending  §§  91.50(b),  121.77(c), 
135.10(d),  135.153(b)(1),  and  137.17(d)  by 
deleting  the  phrase  “Director,  Flight 
Standards  Service”  and  inserting  the 
phrase  “Director  of  Flight  Operations”  in 
its  place. 

1121.79  [Amended] 

4.  By  amending  §  121.79  (b)  and  (d)  by 
deleting  the  phrase  “Director,  Flight 
Standards  Service”  and  inserting  in  its 
place  the  phrase  “Director  of 
Airworthiness  for  amendments 


pertaining  to  airworthiness  or  the 
Director  of  Flight  Operations  for 
amendments  pertaining  to  flight 
operations”. 

$135.17  [Amended] 

5.  By  amending  §  135.17  (c)  and  (d)  by 
deleting  the  phrase  “Director,  Flight 
Standards  Service”  and  inserting  in  its 
place  the  phrase  "Director  of 
Airworthiness  for  amendments 
pertaining  to  airworthiness  or  the 
Director  of  Flight  Operations  for 
amendments  pertaining  to  flight 
operations”. 

6.  By  revising  §  135.39(d)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  135.39  Management  personnel 
qualifications. 

***** 

(d)  Deviations  horn  this  section  may 
be  authorized  if  the  person  has  had 
equivalent  aeronautical  experience.  The 
Director  of  Airworthiness  may  authorize 
a  deviation  for  a  director  of 
maintenance.  The  Director  of  Flight 
Operations  may  authorize  a  deviation 
for  a  director  of  operations  or  a  chief 
pilot. 

(Sections  313(a),  314(a),  601  through  610,  and 
1102  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49 
U.S.C.  1354(a),  1421  through  1430,  and  1502); 
Sec.  6(c),  Department  of  Transportation  Act 
(49  U.S.C.  1655(c))) 

Note. — The  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  has  determined  that  this 
document  involves  a  regulation  that  is  not 
significant  under  Executive  Order  12044,  as 
Implemented  by  the  Department  of 
Transportation  Regulatory  Policies  and 
Procedures  (44  FR  11034;  February  26, 1979). 
In  addition,  since  these  documents  are 
editorial  in  nature  and  impose  no  additional 
burden  on  any  person,  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  has  determined  that  there 
will  be  no  economic  impact  and  thus  no 
evaluation  is  required. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  July  8, 1980. 
Langhome  Bond, 

Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21074  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4910-13-M 


14  CFR  Part  39 

[Docket  No.  79-EA-69,  Arndt.  39-3825] 

Semco  Hot  Air  Balloons,  T,  TC4-A,  and 
Challenger  Models;  Airworthiness 
Directives 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  80-19812  appearing  at  page 
45258  in  theissue  of  Thursday,  July  3, 
1980,  make  the  following  correction: 

On  page  45261,  center  column,  change 
the  fourth  and  fifth  lines  of  paragraph 
"4"  from  “. . .  thereafter,  whichever 
occurs  first.  215.5.  Equivalent 


inspections,  alterations  and . . ."  to  read 
as  follows: 

“. . .  thereafter,  whichever  occurs  first. 

5.  Equivalent  inspections,  alterations 
and  .  .  .” 

BILUNG  CODE:  1505-01-M 


14  CFR  Part  39 

[Docket  No.  80-NW-12-AD;  Arndt  39-3821] 

Airworthiness  Directives;  Boeing 
Model  707-720  Series  Airplanes; 
Correction 

agency:  FAA,  DOT. 

action:  Correction  of  effective  date. 


summary:  In  FR  Doc.  80-19583, 
appearing  at  page  43695,  in  the  issue  of 
Monday,  June  30, 1980,  the  effective  date 
should  read  August  9, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Gary  D.  Lium,  (206)  767-2500. 

Issued  in  Seattle,  Washington,  on  July  3,. 
1980. 

E.  O’Connor, 

Acting  Director,  Northwest  Region. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21038  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4910-13-M 


14  CFR  Part  39 

[Docket  No.  80-NW-5-AD;  Arndt.  39-3823] 

Airworthiness  Directives;  Boeing 
Model  727-200  Series  Airplanes; 
Correction 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  DOT. 

ACTION:  Correction  of  effective  date. 

SUMMARY:  In  FR  Doc.  80-19557, 
appearing  at  page  43696  in  the  issue  of 
Monday,  June  30, 1980,  which  adopted 
an  Airworthiness  Directive  for  Boeing 
Model  727-200,  the  effective  date  should 
read  August  10, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Gary  D.  Lium,  (206)  767-2500. 

Issued  in  Seattle,  Washington,  on  July  3, 
1980. 

E.  O’Connor, 

Acting  Director,  Northwest  Region. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21035  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4910-13-M 


14  CFR  Part  39 

[Docket  No.  80-CE-19-AD;  Arndt  39-3844] 

Airworthiness  Directives;  Cessna 
Models  310R,  335, 340A,  402C,  404, 
414A,  and  421C  Airplanes 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 
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action:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  amendment  adds  a  new 
Airworthiness  Directive  (AD), 
applicable  to  certain  Cessna  Models 
310R,  335,  340A,  402C,  404,  414A,  and 
421C  airplanes.  It  requires  inspection  of 
the  Cessna  P/N  9910395-9  fuel  flow 
transducer  on  each  engine  for  serial 
number,  and  replacement  of  the 
transducer  if  the  serial  number  is 
included  in  the  Block  2364  through  2930. 
This  action  is  necessary  because  it  has 
been  determined  that  the  transducer  cap 
may  not  be  properly  bonded  in  the 
transducer  body  and  may  separate  from 
the  body.  There  has  been  one  instance 
where  cap  separation  allowed  fuel 
leakage  and  resulted  in  an  engine 
compartment  fire. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  July  22, 1980,  to  all 
persons  except  those  to  whom  it  has 
already  been  made  effective  by  an 
airmail  letter  from  the  FAA  dated  June 
24, 1980. 

COMPLIANCE:  As  prescribed  in  the  body 
of  the  AD. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 

Leon  Edwards,  Aerospace  Engineer, 
Aircraft  Certification  Program,  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Room  238, 
Terminal  Building  No.  2299,  Mid- 
Continent  Airport,  Wichita,  Kansas 
67209;  Telephone  (316)  942-7927. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The  FAA 
has  determined  that  the  problem 
described  in  the  summary  is  an  unsafe 
condition  which  is  likely  to  exist  or 
develop  in  other  airplanes  of  the  same 
type  design.  The  agency  also  determined 
that  an  emergency  situation  existed,  that 
immediate  corrective  action  was 
required,  and  that  notice  and  public 
procedure  thereon  was  impractical  and 
contrary  to  the  public  interest. 
Accordingly,  the  FAA  notified  all  known 
registered  owners  of  the  airplanes 
affected  by  the  AD  by  airmail  letter 
dated  June  24, 1980.  The  AD  became 
effective  as  to  these  individuals  upon 
receipt  of  the  letter.  Since  the  unsafe 
condition  described  herein  may  still 
exist  on  other  Cessna  Models  310R,  335, 
340A,  402C,  404,  414A,  and  421C 
airplanes,  the  AD  is  being  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  as  an  Amendment 
to  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  39)  to  make  it 
effective  to  all  persons  who  did  not 
receive  the  letter  notification. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator, 

§  39.13  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  39.13)  is  amended 
by  adding  the  following  new 
Airworthiness  Directive. 


Cessna:  Applies  to  the  following  Model  310R, 
335,  340A,  402C,  404, 414A,  and  421C 
airplanes  certificated  in  all  categories: 


Model  Serial  number 


31  OR ....  1865. 

335. _  0044,  0049,  0052,  and  0059 

340A .  0959,  0961,  0962,  0967,  0972,  0978,  0982,  0983, 

0984,  0985,  0998,  1002,  1003,  1012,  1014,  and 
1019. 

402C  .„.  0259,  0263,  0275,  0283,  and  0288. 

404  .  0612,  0620,  0623,  and  0628. 

41 4A 0457,  0458,  0463,  0464,  0466,  0469,  0470.  0472, 

0475,  0476,  0482,  0483,  0486,  0487,  0490,  0495, 
and  0497. 

421 C ....  0823  through  0866,  0869,  and  0870. 


COMPLIANCE:  Required  as  indicated  unless 
already  accomplished. 

To  preclude  failure  of  the  fuel  flow 
transducer  and  resultant  leakage  of  fuel 
within  the  engine  compartment,  prior  to 
further  flight  accomplish  the  following  on 
both  engines: 

(A)  Remove  engine  cowling  and  inspect 
Cessna  P/N  9910395-9  (Aerosonics  Corp. 
33184-2)  fuel  flow  transducer  on  each  engine 
for  serial  number. 

(B)  If  the  P/N  9910395-9  transducer  has  a 
serial  number  included  in  the  block  2364 
through  2930,  replace  the  transducer  prior  to 
further  flight  with  a  transducer  whose  serial 
number  is  not  included  in  the  block  2364 
through  2930,  reinstall  the  engine  cowling, 
and  accomplish  Item  D  of  this  AD. 

(C)  If  the  P/N  9910395-9  transducer  serial 
number  is  not  included  in  block  2364  through 
2930,  reinstall  the  engine  cowling  and 
accomplish  Item  D  of  this  AD. 

(D)  Make  the  prescribed  entry  in  the 
aircraft  maintenance  record  indicating 
compliance  with  this  AD  when  B  or  C  has 
been  accomplished. 

(E)  Any  equivalent  method  of  compliance 
with  this  AD  must  be  approved  by  the  Chief, 
Aircraft  Certification  Program,  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Room  238,  Terminal 
Building  #2299,  Mid-Continent  Airport, 
Wichita,  Kansas  67209. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective  on 
July  22, 1980,  to  all  persons  except  those 
to  whom  it  has  already  been  made 
effective  by  an  airmail  letter  from  the 
FAA  dated  June  24, 1980. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601  and  603  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as  amended  (49  U.S.C. 
1354(a),  1421  and  1423);  Sec.  6(c)  Department 
of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c));  Sec. 
11.89  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14 
CFR  Sec.  11.89)) 

Note. — The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  involves  a  regulation  which  is  not 
significant  under  Executive  Order  12044,  as 
implemented  by  Department  of 
Transportation  Regulatory  Policies  and 
Procedures  (44  FR 11034;  February  26, 1979). 
A  copy  of  the  evaluation  prepared  for  this 
document  is  contained  in  the  docket.  A  copy 
of  it  may  be  obtained  by  writing  to  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  Central 
Region,  Office  of  the  Regional  Counsel,  Room 
1558,  601  East  12th  Street,  Kansas  City, 
Missouri  64106. 


Issued  in  Kansas  City,  Missouri,  on  July  7, 
1980. 

John  E.  Shaw, 

Acting  Director,  Central  Region. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21159  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  amj 
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14  CFR  Part  39 

[Docket  No.  20514;  Arndt  39-3846] 

Airworthiness  Directives;  Short 
Brothers  Limited  Model  SD3-30  Series 
Airplanes 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  amendment  adopts  a 
new  airworthiness  directive  (AD)  which 
requires  a  periodic  inspection,  and 
replacement  as  necessary,  of  the  fuel 
system  gravity  feed  check  valves  on 
certain  Short  Brothers  Model  SD3-30 
series  airplanes.  The  AD  is  prompted  by 
reports  of  the  check  valve  failing  in  the 
closed  position  during  flight  operations. 
Failure  of  the  valve  in  that  position  can 
stop  the  flow  of  fuel  to  the  engine  and 
cause  engine  flameout  during  certain 
flight  operations  with  certain  fuel 
quantities  contained  in  the  fuel  tank. 
DATES:  Effective  July  28, 1980. 
Compliance  schedule — as  prescribed  in 
the  body  of  the  AD. 

ADDRESSES:  The  applicable  service 
bulletin  may  be  obtained  from;  Short 
Brothers  Limited,  P.O.  Box  241,  Airport 
Road,  Belfast  BT3  9DZ,  Northern 
Ireland. 

A  copy  of  the  service  bulletin  is 
contained  in  the  rules  docket  for  this 
amendment  in  Room  916,  800 
Independence  Avenue,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20591. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 

A.  Astorga,  Acting  Chief,  Aircraft 
Certification  Staff,  AEU-100,  Europe, 
Africa,  and  Middle  East  Office,  FAA, 
c/o  American  Embassy,  Brussels, 
Belgium,  telephone:  513.38.30,  or  C. 
Chapman,  Chief,  Policy  Standards 
Section,  AWS-111,  FAA,  800 
Independence  Avenue,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20591,  telephone:  202- 
426-8192. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The  FAA 

has  received  reports  of  failures  of 
certain  fuel  system  gravity  feed  check 
valves  in  the  closed  position  on  certain 
Short  Brothers  Limited  Model  SD3-30 
series  airplanes,  which  can  stop  the  flow 
of  fuel  to  an  engine  and  result  in  engine 
flameout.  Since  this  condition  is  likely  to 
exist  or  develop  on  other  airplanes  of 
the  same  type  design,  an  airworthiness 
directive  is  being  issued  which  requires 
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an  initial  and  repetitive  inspection,  and 
replacement  as  necessary,  of  the  fuel 
system  gravity  feed  check  valves  on 
certain  Short  Brothers  Limited  Model 
SD3-30  series  airplanes. 

Since  a  condition  exists  that  requires 
the  immediate  adoption  of  this 
regulation,  it  is  found  that  notice  and 
public  procedure  hereon  are 
impracticable  and  good  cause  exists  for 
making  this  amendment  effective  in  less 
•  than  30  days. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator, 

§  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  39.13)  is  amended 
by  adding  the  following  new 
airworthiness  directive: 

Short  Brothers  Limited.  Applies  to  Model 
SD3-30  series  airplanes,  certificated  in 
any  category,  serial  numbers  SH  3000  to 
SH  3027  inclusive. 

Compliance  required  as  indicated. 

To  prevent  loss  of  fuel  flow  to  an  engine 
due  to  failure  of  a  fuel  system  gravity  feed 
check  valve,  comply  with  following,  unless 
already  accomplished. 

(a)  Within  100  hours  time  in  service  after 
the  effective  date  of  this  AD,  or  before  the 
accumulation  of  1,300  hours  total  time  in 
service,  whichever  occurs  later,  and 
thereafter  in  accordance  with  paragraph  (b) 
of  this  AD,  inspect  and  service  the  fuel 
system  aft  gravity  feed  check  valve 
associated  with  fuel  cell  number  4  in 
accordance  with  paragraph  2, 
"Accomplishment  Instructions,"  of  Short 
Brothers  Limited  Service  Bulletin  No.  SD  3- 
28-12,  revision  1,  dated  February  1, 1980, 
(hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  service 
bulletin)  or  an  FAA-approved  equivalent. 

(b)  At  intervals  not  to  exceed  1,200  hours 
total  time  in  service  since  the  last  inspection, 
accomplish  the  inspection  and  servicing 
required  in  paragraph  (a)  of  this  AD. 

(c)  The  inspection  interval  required  in 
paragraph  (b)  of  this  AD  may  be  increased  to 
2,400  hours  upon  the  installation  of  a  new  or 
serviceable  gravity  feed  check  valve,  P/N 
984109/F.  • 

(d)  Before  the  accumulation  of  2,400  hours 
total  time  in  service  and  thereafter  at 
intervals  not  to  exceed  2,400  hours  time  in 
service  since  the  last  inspection,  inspect  and 
service  the  fuel  system  aft  gravity  feed  check 
valves  associated  with  fuel  cells  numbers  1, 
2,  and  3,  and  the  forward  valve  on  cell 
number  4  in  accordance  with  paragraph  2, 
"Accomplishment  Instructions,"  of  Short 
Brothers  Limited  Service  Bulletin  No.  SD  3- 
28-12,  revision  1,  dated  February  1, 1980,  or 
an  FAA-approved  equivalent. 

Note. — Short  Brothers  Limited  Service 
Bulletin  No.  SD  3-28-13,  dated  December  19, 
1979,  refers  to  this  subject. 

(e)  Airplanes  may  be  flown  in  accordance 
with  FAR  §§  21.197  and  21.199  to  a  base 


where  the  inspections  and  parts  replacement 
required  in  this  AD  can  be  accomplished. 

(f)  Upon  request  of  an  operator,  the  Chief, 
Aircraft  Certification  Staff,  FAA,  Europe, 
Africa,  and  Middle  East  Office,  c/o  American 
Embassy,  Brussels,  Belgium,  may  adjust  the 
inspection  intervals  specified  in  this  AD  or 
approve  equivalent  means  of  compliance 
with  this  AD  provided  such  requests  are 
made  through  the  assigned  FAA  maintenance 
inspector  and  the  request  contains 
substantiating  data  to  justify  the  request  for 
that  operator. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
July  28, 1980. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  and  603,  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958,  as  amended  (49  U.S.C.  1354(a), 
1421, 1423);  Sec.  6(c),  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c));  and  14 
CFR  11.89) 

Note. — The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  involves  a  regulation  which  is  not 
significant  under  Executive  Order  12044,  as 
implemented  by  Department  of 
Transportation  Regulatory  Policies  and 
Procedures  (44  FR 11034;  February  26, 1979). 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  July  8, 1980. 
M.  C.  Beard, 

Director  of  Airworthiness. 

(FR  Doc.  80-21073  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4910-13-M 

14  CFR  Part  71 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  80-WE-6] 

Alteration  of  Transition  Area 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  rule  redesignates  the 
Reno,  Nevada,  transition  area.  This 
action  provides  additional  controlled 
airspace  for  the  increased  volume  of  air 
traffic  using  routes  east  and  southeast  of 
South  Lake  Tahoe. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  September  4, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Thomas  W.  Binczak,  Airspace  and 
Procedures  Branch,  Air  Traffic  Division, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  15000 
Aviation  Boulevard,  Lawndale, 
California  90261;  telephone:  (213)  536- 
6182. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

History 

On  May  27, 1980,  the  FAA  proposed  to 
amend  Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71)  to  alter  the 
transition  area  for  Reno,  Nevada  (45  FR 
35348).  Alteration  of  this  transition  area 
will  provide  controlled  airspace  for  the 
increased  volume  of  air  traffic  east  and 
southeast  of  South  Lake  Tahoe. 


Interested  persons  were  invited  to 
participate  in  the  rulemaking  proceeding 
by  submitting  comments  on  the  proposal 
to  the  FAA.  No  comments  objecting  to 
the  proposal  were  received.  This 
amendment  is  the  same  as  that 
proposed  in  the  notice.  Section  71.181 
was  republished  in  the  Federal  Register 
on  January  2, 1980,  (45  FR  445). 

The  Rule 

This  amendment  to  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR 
Part  71)  alters  the  transition  area  at 
Reno,  Nevada.  This  transition  area 
provides  controlled  airspace  for  aircraft 
operating  east  and  southeast  of  South 
Lake  Tahoe.  This  amendment  increases 
air  traffic  safety  and  improves  flow 
control  procedures. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator, 

§  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71)  as 
republished  (45  FR  445)  is  amended, 
effective  0901  GMT,  September  4, 1980, 
as  follows: 

§  71.181  Reno,  Nevada. 

Following  “*  *  *  longitude  119°00'00" 
W.,  *  *  *”  add  “that  airspace  extending 
upward  from  12,300  feet  MSL  within  10 
miles  east  of  the  Reno,  Nevada 
VORTAC  173°  radial  and  westerly  to  the 
east  edge  of  V-165  extending  from  the  45 
mile  radius  of  the  Reno  VORTAC  to  the 
north  edge  of  V-244;  *  * 

(Secs.  307(a)  and  313(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a)  and  1354(a));  Sec. 
6(c),  Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49 
U.S.C.  1655(c));  and  14  CFR  11.69) 

Note. — The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  involves  a  regulation  which  is  not 
significant  under  Executive  OnSer  12044,  as 
implemented  by  DOT  Regulatory  Policies  and 
Procedures  (44  FR  11034;  February  26, 1979). 
Since  this  regulatory  action  involves  an 
established  body  of  technical  requirements 
for  which  frequent  and  routine  amendments 
are  necessary  to  keep  them  operationally 
current  and  promote  safe  flight  operations, 
the  anticipated  impact  is  so  minimal  that  this 
action  does  not  warrant  preparation  of  a 
regulatory  evaluation. 

Issued  in  Los  Angeles,  California  on  June 
30, 1980. 

John  D.  Mattson, 

Director,  Western  Region. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21060  Filed  7-16-60, 8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4910-13-M 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  45,  No.  139  /  Thursday,  July  17,  1980  /  Rules  and  Regulations 


47841 


DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission 

18  CFR  Part  35 

[Docket  No.  RM79-29] 

Filing  of  Rate  Schedules;  Order 
Denying  an  Application  for  Rehearing 
of  Order  No.  84  and  Clarifying  the  Final 
Rule 

Issued  July  3, 1980. 

AGENCY:  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  DOE. 

ACTION:  Order  on  rehearing;  Order  No. 
84-A. _ 

SUMMARY:  The  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission  (Commission) 
denies  the  application  for  rehearing  filed 
on  Order  No.  84  filed  by  “Cities,” 
several  municipal  wholesale  rate 
customers.  Cities’  application  is  denied 
because  its  recommendations  are 
already  subject  to  further  Commission 
consideration  under  Order  No.  84  or  are 
beyond  the  scope  and  intent  of  the 
rulemaking. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

James  Hoecker,  Office  of  General 
Counsel,  825  N.  Capitol  Street  NE., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  (202)  357-9342. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

In  the  matter  of  an  amendment  to  Part 
35  of  the  Regulations  Under  the  Federal 
Power  Act;  Limits  for  Percentage  Adders 
in  Electric  Rates  for  Transmission 
Services;  Order  No.  84-A;  Docket  No. 
RM79-29;  order  denying  an  application 
for  rehearing  of  Order  No.  84  and 
clarifying  the  final  rule. 

I.  Application  for  Rehearing 

On  May  7, 1980,  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission  (Commission) 
issued  Order  No.  84  1  which  requires  that 
revenue  limits  be  placed  on  the 
operation  of  percentage  adders  in  rate 
schedules  used  for  the  transmission  of 
electric  power.  The  rule  also  requires 
that  a  utility  submit  cost  information  to 
support  the  revenue  limit  it  establishes, 
unless  the  utility  limits  revenues 
recovered  under  percentage  adders  to 
one  mill  per  kilowatt-hour  or  less. 

On  June  6, 1980,  the  Commission 
received  an  application  for  rehearing  of 
Order  No.  84  from  several  municipal 
electric  utility  systems  participating  in 
the  proceeding  as  “Cities.”  The 
application  contends  that  the  final  rule 
in  Order  No.  84  is  deficient  because  it 
does  not  address  several  rate  problems 
that  allegedly  exist  in  electric  power 


'45  FR  31294.  May  13, 1980. 


interchange  transactions  and  that  the 
rule  thereby  fails  to  accomplish  its 
stated  purposes  of  ensuring  cost- 
justified  interchange  rates  and 
facilitating  interchange  transactions. 
Specifically,  Cities  argue  that:  (1)  The 
failure  to  impose  a  revenue  limit  on 
percentage  adders  used  by  generating, 
in  addition  to  transmitting,  utilities 
permits  such  utilities  to  recover 
excessive  revenues  that  cannot  be 
justified  as  compensation  for  risk, 
incentives,  or  recovery  of  so-called 
“unquantifiable”  costs;  (2)  the  rule  is  too 
limited  in  its  scope  and  effect  because  it 
does  not  deal  with  percentage  adders 
that  are  based  on  the  internal 
incremental  costs  of  utilities  that 
generate  power  to  make  up  for 
transmission  losses;  (3)  the  rule  does  not 
prevent  other  pricing  and  institutional 
impediments  tp  interchange 
transactions,  such  as  the  "pancaking”  of 
charges  for  transmission  losses  and  of 
percentage  adder-charges  by  each  of 
several  parties  to  a  transaction;  and  (4) 
the  Commission  should  have  undertaken 
to  implement  the  Department  of  Energy 
recommendation  that  regional  marketing 
mechanisms  be  established  to  perform 
energy  transfers  now  accomplished  by 
multilateral  contractural  arrangements. 

By  this  Order,  the  Commission  denies 
Cities’  application  for  rehearing  for  the 
following  reasons.  Cities  does  not  allege 
that  Order  No.  84  errs  in  law  or  fact. 
Rather,  it  calls  the  final  rule  an 
“important  achievement.”  Many  of  the 
actions  that  Cities  recommends  are 
clearly  beyond  the  original  scope  and 
intent  of  the  rulemaking  proceeding  in 
Docket  No.  RM  79-29.  For  example, 
actions  to  require  computation  of 
transmission  losses  on  an  "average 
loss”  rather  than  an  “incremental  loss” 
basis  or  to  establish  regional 
clearinghouses  to  facilitate  interchange 
transactions  were  never  addressed  in 
the  original  proposal  in  that  Docket. 
Order  No.  84  cannot  be  expected  to 
resolve  in  one  package  the  whole  range 
of  complex  issues  that  interchange 
transactions  present. 

Many  of  the  problems  addressed  by 
Cities  in  both  its  rehearing  application 
and  written  comments  continue  to 
receive  the  Commission’s  attention.  For 
example,  Order  No.  84  indicates  the 
Commission’s  determination  to  consider 
the  need  for  similar  revenue  limitations 
on  percentage  adders  used  by 
generating  utilities  and  by  transmitting 
utilities  that  base  percentage  adders  on 
the  internal  costs  incurred  in  generating 
power  to  make-up  for  transmission 
losses.2 


*45  FR  at  31295.  31297-8.  Cities  finds  “little 
comfort"  in  this  expression  of  the  Commission's 


In  summary,  the  Commission 
determined  in  Order  No.  84  to  address 
only  the  most  troublesome  feature  of 
interchange  transactions,  the  use  of 
percentage  adders  based  on  the 
purchased  power  price  by  utilities  that 
perform  essentially  a  transmission 
function. 

The  Commission  Orders: 

For  the  reasons  given  above,  the 
application  for  rehearing  of  Order  No.  84 
filed  by  Cities  is  denied. 

II.  Clarification 

The  Commission  wishes  to  clarify  the 
manner  in  which  the  revenue  cap 
requirement  in  Order  No.  84  applies  to 
percentage  adders  in  any  interchange 
transaction  in  which  a  utility  is  both 
selling  power  which  it  produces  and 
reselling  or  transmitting  power  produced 
by  another  utility.  To  the  extent  that  any 
utility  acts  as  a  generator  of  the  power 
transmitted,  the  rule  does  not  apply.  To 
the  extent  that  a  utility  acts  as  a  reseller 
or  transmitter  of  energy  produced  by 
another  utility  and  applies  a  percentage 
adder  charge  based  on  the  production 
costs  of  that  energy  and  any  previously 
applied  adder  charges,  as  represented  in 
the  purchase  price  of  that  power,  the 
rule  in  Order  No.  84  requires  that  the 
adder  be  limited  and  cost-supported. 
Moreover,  the  rule  applies  to  any  utility 
that  performs  a  transmission  function 
and  that  bases  a  percentage  adder 
wholly  or  in  part  on  the  purchased 
power  price,  whether  or  not  that 
transmission  function  is  characterized 
as  wheeling  or  purchase  and  resale. 

By  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21403  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am) 
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continuing  attention  to  percentage  adder  issues 
because  they  believe  the  commenters  have  already 
produced  a  comprehensive  record  on  percentage 
adders  in  generation  rates.  The  Commission 
disagrees  about  the  state  of  the  record  in  Docket  No. 
RM79-29.  The  defects,  if  any.  in  percentage  adders 
used  by  generating  utilities  are' less  easily  dealt 
with  than  the  problems  with  percentage  adders  in 
rates  for  transmission  services  because  generating 
utilities  are  basing  adder  charges  on  their  own  costs 
of  production.  On  the  issues  of  the  quantifiability  of 
indirect  costs,  the  appropriate  level  for  a  revenue 
cap.  available  substitutes  for  percentage  adders, 
and  the  effect  on  interchange  transactions  of 
restricting  the  use  of  adders,  the  record  provides 
insufficient  facts  to  guide  Commission  action  at  this 
time. 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 
Coast  Guard 
33  CFR  Part  3 
[CGD  80-068] 

Boundary  Realinements  Within  the 
12th  Coast  Guard  District 

AGENCY:  Coast  Guard,  DOT. 
action:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  rule  changes  the  12th 
Coast  Guard  District  Captain  of  the  Port 
zone  boundaries  to  coincide  with  county 
lines  so  that  administrative  activities 
are  simplified. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  August  18,  1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 

Lieutenant  (jg)  William  L  Carey,  Office 
of  Marine  Environment  and  Systems  (G- 
WPE-2),  Room  1104,  U.S.  Coast  Guard 
Headquarters,  2100  Seqond  Street,  SW, 
Washington,  D.C.  20593,  (202)  426-1927. 
Normal  office  hours  are  between  7  a.m. 
and  5  p.m.  Monday  through  Thursday, 
except  holidays. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Since 
these  amendments  are  matters  relating 
to  agency  organization,  they  are  exempt 
from  the  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking 
requirements  in  5  U.S.C.  553(b)(3)(A), 
and  since  these  amendments  are  not 
substantive,  they  may  be  made  effective 
in  less  than  30  days  after  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register  under  5  U.S.C. 
553(d)(3). 

DRAFTING  INFORMATION:  The  principal 
persons  involved  in  the  drafting  of  this 
rule  are  Lieutenant  (jg)  William  L 
Carey,  Project  Manager,  Office  of 
Marine  Environment  and  Systems  and 
Lieutenant  Collin  Lau,  Project  Attorney, 
Office  of  Chief  Counsel. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  Part 
3  of  Title  33  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  is  amended  by  revising 
§§  3.60-50,  3.60-55  and  3.60-60  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  3.60-50  Monterey  Captain  of  the  Port 
Zone. 

(a)  The  Monterey  Captain  of  the  Port 
office  is  located  in  Monterey,  California. 

(b)  The  Monterey  Captain  of  the  Port 
Zone  comprises  all  of  Santa  Cruz, 
Monterey,  and  San  Luis  Obispo 
Counties  of  the  State  of  California. 

§  3.60-55  San  Francisco  Captain  of  the 
Port  Zone. 

(a)  The  San  Francisco  Captain  of  the 
Port  office  is  located  in  San  Francisco, 
California. 

(b)  The  San  Francisco  Captain  of  the 
Port  Zone  comprises  the  State  of  Utah, 
except  for  Washington,  Kane,  San  Juan, 
and  Garfield  Counties:  the  State  of 


Nevada,  except  for  Clark  County:  and 
the  State  of  California  north  of  Santa 
Barbara,  Kern,  and  San  Bernardino 
Counties,  except  for  the  zones  covered 
in  §  3.60-50,  Monterey  Captain  of  the 
Port  Zone:  and  §  3.60-60,  Humboldt  Bay 
Captain  of  the  Port  Zone. 

§  3.60-60  Humboldt  Bay  Captain  of  the 
Port  Zone. 

(a)  The  Humboldt  Bay  Captain  of  the 
Port  office  is  located  in  Eureka, 
California. 

(b)  The  Humboldt  Bay  Captain  of  the 
Port  Zone  comprises  all  of  Del  Norte, 
Humboldt,  and  Mendocino  Counties  of 
the  State  of  California. 

(14  U.S.C.  633,  49  U.S.C.  1655  (b);  49  CFR  1.45, 
1.46) 

Dated:  ]uly  10, 1980. 

W.  E.  Caldwell, 

Rear  Admiral,  U.S.  Coast  Guard,  Chief,  Office 
of  Marine  Environment  and  Systems. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21470  Filed  7-16-80;  8:48  amj  ' 

BILUNG  CODE  4910-14-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
43  CFR  Part  4700 
[Circular  No.  2472] 

Use  of  Helicopters  in  the  Management 
of  Wild  Free-Roaming  Horses  and 
Burros 

AGENCY:  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
Interior. 

ACTION:  Final  rulemaking. 

summary:  This  final  rulemaking  will 
amend  43  CFR  4730.7-2  which  controls 
the  use  of  helicopters  in  the 
management  of  wild  free-roaming 
horses  and  burros  on  the  public  lands. 
These  additional  regulations  are  needed 
so  that  persons  authorized  to  conduct  a 
research  study  of  wild  free-roaming 
horses  and  burros  under  the  authority  of 
the  Wild  Free-Roaming  Horse  and  Burro 
Act,  as  amended,  may  use  helicopters 
without  the  supervision  of  a  Department 
of  the  Interior  employee.  This  will 
prevent  any  opportunity  for  a  claim  that 
research  results  are  biased  because  of 
Department  of  the  Interior  participation 
in  the  study. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  August  18, 1980. 
ADDRESS:  Any  suggestions  or  inquiries 
should  be  sent  to:  Director  (440),  Bureau 
of  Land  Management,  1800  C  Street, 
NW„  Washington,  D.C.  20240. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 
Robert  J.  Springer.  (202)  343-4773. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
principal  author  of  this  rulemaking  is 


Robert  J.  Springer  of  the  Division  of 
Wild  Horses  and  Burros,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  Washington,  D.C., 
assisted  by  the  staff  of  the  Office  of 
Legislation  and  Regulatory 
Management. 

This  final  rulemaking  was  not 
published  as  a  proposed  rulemaking 
because  its  substance  does  not  affect 
the  rights  or  responsibilities  of  the 
public.  In  addition,  it  is  in  the  public 
interest  to  authorize  such  use 
immediately  because  of  statutory 
deadlines  for  completion  of  research 
contained  in  the  Wild  Free-Roaming 
Horse  and  Burro  Act  of  1971,  as 
amended  16  U.S.C.A.  §  1333(b)(3)  (1980 
Supp.).  The  time  necessary  to  follow 
proposed  rulemaking  procedures  would 
mean  that  helicopters  without  Bureau  of 
Land  Management  supervision  in  any 
research  studies  could  not  be  used  until 
the  summer  of.1981.  The  use  of 
helicopters  is  one  of  the  more  humane 
ways  of  obtaining  data  on  wild  horses 
and  burros.  Under  this  amendment, 
helicopters  may  be  used  for  such 
purposes  as  surveillance,  the  study  of 
inyentory  techniques  and  other  purposes 
by  authorized  researchers  without 
supervision  by  employees  of  the 
Department  of  the  Interior.  It  was  felt 
that  such  supervision  might  lead  to  bias 
or  charges  of  bias  in  the  research 
results. 

It  is  hereby  determined  that 
publication  of  this  final  rulemaking  is 
not  a  major  action  significantly  affecting 
the  quality  of  the  human  environment 
and  that  no  detailed  statement  pursuant 
to  section  102(2)(C)  of  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  of  1969  (42 
U.S.C.  4332(2)(C))  is  required. 

The  Department  of  the  Interior  has 
determined  that  this  document  is  not  a 
significant  rule  and  does  not  require  a 
regulatory  analysis  under  Executive 
Order  12044  and  43  CFR  Part  14. 

Under  the  authority  of  the  Act  of 
December  15, 1971,  as  amended  (16 
U.S.C.  1331  et  seq.),  commonly  referred 
to  as  the  Wild  Free-Roaming  Horse  and 
Burro  Act,  Subpart  4730,  Part  4700, 

Group  4700,  Subchapter  D,  Chapter  II, 
Title  43  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  is  amended  as  set  forth 
below. 

James  W.  Curlin, 

Acting  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

July  10, 1980. 

1.  Subpart  4710  is  amended  by  adding 
a  new  §  4710.4  to  read  as  follows: 

§  4710.4  Research. 

Research  activities  in  the  management 
of  wild  free-roaming  horses  and  burros 
shall  be  conducted  pursuant  to  a 
contract  entered  into  between 
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authorized  individuals  or  organizations 
and  the  authorized  officer. 

2.  Section  4730.7-2  is  amended  by 
adding  a  new  paragraph  (c)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  4730.7-2  Helicopters. 

***** 

(c)  Notwithstanding  any  provision  of 
this  section,  researchers  who  have 
entered  into  contracts  with  the  Bureau 
of  Land  Management  under  the 
authority  of  the  act  may  use  helicopters 
in  the  performance  of  such  research 
activities  without  the  supervision  of  the , 
authorized  officer;  Provided  that: 
helicopters  permitted  for  research  shall 
not — 

(1)  Be  used  to  kill  or  remove  from  the 
public  lands  wild  free-roaming  horses  or 
burros;  or 

(2)  Create  undue  or  needless  stress  in 
wild  free-roaming  horses  or  burros. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21319  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-M 


43  CFR  Part  8340 

[Circular  No.  2471] 

Off-road  Vehicles;  Licensing 

agency:  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
Interior. 

ACTION:  Final  rulemaking. 

SUMMARY:  This  final  rulemaking  will 
revise  Bureau  of  Land  Management 
regulations  that  specify  the  licensing 
required  to  operate  an  off-road  vehicle 
on  the  public  lands.  This  action  is  being 
taken  in  response  to  public  opposition  to 
the  existing  regulations  that  require 
licensing  beyond  that  required  by  the 
States.  As  a  result,  the  licensing 
requirements  to  operate  an  off-road 
vehicle  on  public  lands  will  remain  a 
matter  of  State  jurisdiction. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  August  18, 1980. 
ADDRESS:  Any  suggestions  or  inquiries 
should  be  sent  to:  Director  (420),  Bureau 
of  Land  Management,  1800  C  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20240. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Bob  Conquergood  (202)  343-9353. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
principal  author  of  this  final  rulemaking 
is  Larry  R.  Young  of  the  Division  of 
Recreation  and  Cultural  Resources, 
Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
Washington,  D.C.,  assisted  by  the  staff 
of  the  Office  of  Legislation  and 
Regulatory  Management. 

This  final  rulemaking  will  revise 
section  8341.1(e)  which  sets  forth  the 
conditions  under  which  a  license  is 
required  to  operate  an  off-road  vehicle 
on  public  lands.  In  addition,  section 


8341.1(f)  which  sets  forth  conditions 
relating  to  the  supervision  of 
nonlicensed  drivers  has  been  deleted. 

Six  letters  of  comment  on  the 
proposed  rulemaking  were  received  with 
three  of  them  critical.  The  following 
summarizes  the  comments  and 
responses  to  them. 

Comment:  Off-road  vehicles  are 
dangerous  when  driven  irresponsibly. 

Response:  Although  the  off-road 
vehicle  licensing  regulations  have  been 
changed,  the  provisions  prohibiting 
irresponsible  driving  have  been 
retained. 

Comment:  Off-road  vehicle  drivers 
should  be  required  to  qualify  for  an 
operator’s  license. 

Response:  This  amendment  providing 
for  less  stringent  licensing  requirements 
is  in  response  to  widespread  opposition 
to  the  more  stringent  requirements. 

Comment:  Licensing  of  off-road 
vehicle  operators  should  include 
environmental  education. 

Response:  Drivers  are  licensed  to 
operate  vehicles  primarily  for  the 
protection  of  people.  Environmental 
protection  is  provided  for  in  the 
regulations  by  requiring  that  the 
designation  of  areas  for  off-road  vehicle 
use  be  based  on  protection  of  the 
resources. 

Comment:  The  preservation  of  the 
beauty  of  the  public  lands  will  suffer 
because  of  the  less  stringent  licensing 
requirements. 

Response:  Licensing  in  itself  is  not 
related  to  the  beauty  of  the  public  lands. 
The  procedures  for  designating  areas  for 
off-road  vehicle  use  require  that  the 
impacts  on  all  resources  be  considered. 
This,  of  course,  includes  the  impacts  on 
aesthetic  resources  and  they  will  be 
given  due  consideration. 

The  Department  of  the  Interior  has 
determined  that  this  document  is  not  a 
significant  rule  and  does  not  require  a 
regulatory  analysis  under  Executive 
Order  12044  and  43  CFR  Part  14. 

Under  the  authority  of  the  Federal 
Land  Policy  and  Management  Act  of 
1976  (43  U.S.C.  1701  et  seq.),  the  Taylor 
Grazing  Act  (43  U.S.C.  315a),  the  Wild 
and  Scenic  Rivers  Act  (16  U.S.C.  1281c), 
the  Endangered  Species  Act  (16  U.S.C. 
1531  et  seq.),  the  Act  of  September  18, 
1960,  as  amended  (16  U.S.C.  670  et  seq.), 
the  Land  and  Water  Conservation  Fund 
Act  (16  U.S.C.  4601-6a),  the  National 
Trails  System  (16  U.S.C.  1241  et  seq.), 
and  Executive  Order  11644  (37  FR  2877), 
as  amended  by  Executive  Order  11989 
(42  FR  26959),  Subpart  8341,  Part  8340, 
Group  8300,  Subchapter  H,  Chapter  II, 
Title  43  of  the  Code  of  Federal 


Regulations  is  amended  as  set  forth 
below. 

Guy  R.  Martin, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

July  11, 1980. 

1.  Section  8341.1  is  amended  by 
revising  paragraph  (e)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  8341.1  Regulations  governing  use. 

***** 

(e)  No  person  may  operate  an  off-road 
vehicle  on  the  public  lands  without  a 
valid  operator’s  license  or  learner’s 
permit  where  required  by  State  or 
Federal  law. 

***** 

2.  Section  8341.1  is  amended  by 
deleting  paragraph  (f)  and  redesignating 
paragraphs  (g)  through  (i)  as  paragraphs 
(f)  through  (h)  respectively. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21318  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  COOE  4310-84-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

Research  and  Special  Programs 
Administration 

49  CFR  Parts  171  and  175 

[Docket  No.  HM-168;  Arndt.  Nos.  171-55, 
175-15] 

Hazardous  Materials  Aboard  Aircraft; 
Correction 

AGENCY:  Materials  Transportation 
Bureau,  Research  and  Special  Programs 
Administration,  Department  of 
Transportation. 

ACTION:  Final  rule;  correction. 

SUMMARY:  This  document  corrects  an 
error  in  the  amendatory  language  of 
Item  5  in  the  rule  published  on  May  27, 
1980  (45  FR  35329)  which  amended 
certain  regulations  pertaining  to  the 
transportation  of  hazardous  materials 
aboard  aircraft. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  July  17, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Edward  T.  Mazzullo,  Office  of 
Hazardous  Materials  Regulation, 
Materials  Transportation  Bureau, 
Research  and  Special  Programs 
Administration,  U.S.  Department  of 
Transportation,  Washington,  D.C.  20590, 
(202)  426-2075. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In  FR 

Doc.  80-15990  beginning  on  page  35329 
in  the  Federal  Register  of  May  27, 1980, 
in  the  amendatory  language  of  Item  5,  on 
page  35332,  paragraph  (c)  of  §  175.85 
was  incorrectly  redesignated  as 
paragraph  (f)  instead  of  paragraph  (g). 
The  amendatory  language  of  Item  5  is 
corrected  to  read  as  follows: 
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5.  In  $  175.85,  paragraph  (b)  is  revised, 
paragraph  (c)  is  redesignated  as 
paragraph  (g),  and  a  new  paragraph  (c) 
is  added  as  follows: 

(49  U.S.C.  1803, 1804, 1808;  49  CFR  1.53  and 
App.  A  to  Part  1) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  July  7, 1980. 
L.  D.  Santman, 

Director,  Materials  Transportation  Bureau. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21154  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4910-60-M 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

49  CFR  Part  1033 

[S.O. 1467- A] 

Atchison,  Topeka  and  Santa  Fe 
Railway  Co.  to  Operate  Over  Tracks 
Authorized  to  be  Served  by  the  St 
Louis  Southwestern  Railway  Co.,  at 
Dodge  City,  Kans. 

agency:  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Service  Order  No.  1467-A. 

SUMMARY:  This  order  vacates  Revised 
Service  Order  No.  1467,  which  permitted 
the  Atchison,  Topeka  and  Santa  Fe 
Railway  Company  to  operate  over 
tracks  of  the  Chicago,  Rock  Island  and 
Pacific  Railroad  Company  at  Dodge 
City,  Kansas,  in  lieu  of  the  St.  Louis 
Southwestern  Railway  Company  (SSW) 
which  was  unable  to  reach  Dodge  City 
due  to  an  out-of-service  track.  That 
track  is  now  in  service  and  SSW  will 
resume  service  to  affected  shippers. 
EFFECTIVE:  11:59  p.m.,  July  14, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

M.  F.  Clemens,  Jr.,  (202)  275-7840. 
Decided:  July  11, 1980. 

Upon  further  consideration  of  Revised 
Service  Order  No.  1467  (45  FR  42289), 
and  good  cause  appearing  therefor 
It  is  ordered,  §  1033.1467  Revised 
Service  Order  No.  1467  (The  Atchison, 
Topeka  and  Santa  Fe  Railway  Company 
to  operate  over  tracks  authorized  to  be 
served  by  the  St.  Louis  Southwestern 
Railway  Company,  at  Dodge  City, 
Kansas)  is  vacated  effective  11:59  p.m., 
July  14, 1980. 

This  action  is  taken  under  the 
authority  of  49  U.S.C.  10304-10305  and 
11123. 

This  order  shall  be  served  upon  the 
Association  of  American  Railroads,  Car 
Service  Division,  as  agent  of  all 
railroads  subscribing  to  the  car  service 
and  car  hire  agreement  under  the  terms 
of  that  agreement,  and  upon  the 


American  Short  Line  Railroad 
Association.  Notice  of  this  order  shall  be 
given  to  the  general  public  by  depositing 
a  copy  in  the  Office  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Commission  at  Washington,  D.C., 
and  by  filing  a  copy  with  the  Director. 
Office  of  the  Federal  Register. 

x  By  the  Commission,  Railroad  Service 
Board,  members  Joel  E.  Bums.  Robert  S. 
Turkington  and  John  H.  O’Brien. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21287  Filed  7-18-80: 8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  7036-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
7  CFR  Part  908 

[Valencia  Orange  Reg.  655;  Valencia 
Orange  Reg.  654,  Arndt  1] 

Valencia  Oranges  Grown  in  Arizona 
and  Designated  Part  of  California;  , 
Limitation  of  Handling 

AGENCY:  Agricultural  Marketing  Service, 
USDA. 

action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  action  establishes  the 
quantity  of  fresh  Califomia-Arizona 
Valencia  oranges  that  may  be  shipped 
to  market  during  the  period  July  18-July 
24, 1980,  and  increases  the  quantity  of 
such  oranges  that  may  be  so  shipped 
during  the  period  July  11-July  17, 1980. 
Such  action  is  needed  to  provide  for 
orderly  marketing  of  fresh  Valencia 
oranges  for  the  periods  specified  due  to 
the  marketing  situation  confronting  the 
orange  industry. 

dates:  The  regulation  becomes  effective 
July  18, 1980  and  the  amendment  is 
effective  for  the  period  July  11-July  17, 
1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Malvin  E.  McGaha,  202-447-5975. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Findings. 

This  regulation  and  amendment  are 
issued  under  the  marketing  agreement, 

.  as  amended,  and  Order  No.  908,  as 
amended  (7  CFR  Part  908),  regulating  the 
handling  of  Valencia  oranges  grown  in 
Arizona  and  designated  part  of 
California.  The  agreement  and  order  are 
effective  under  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  601-674).  The  action 
is  based  upon  the  recommendations  and 
information  submitted  by  the  Valencia 
Orange  Administrative  Committee  and 


upon  other  available  information.  It  is 
hereby  found  that  the  action  will  tend  to 
effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act. 

This  action  is  consistent  with  the 
marketing  policy  for  1979-80  which  was 
designated  signifiant  under  the 
procedures  of  Executive  Order  12044. 

The  marketing  policy  was  recommended 
by  the  committtee  following  discussion 
at  a  public  meeting  on  January  22, 1980. 

A  final  impact  analysis  on  the  marketing 
policy  is  available  from  Malvin  E. 
McGaha,  Chief,  Fruit  Branch,  F&V, 

AMS,  USDA,  Washington,  D.C.  20250, 
telephone  202-447-5975. 

The  committee  met  again  publicly  on 
July  15, 1980  at  Los  Angeles,  California, 
to  consider  the  current  and  prospective 
conditions  of  supply  and  demand  and 
recommended  a  quantity  of  Valencia 
oranges  deemed  advisable  to  be 
handled  during  the  specified  weeks.  The 
committee  reports  the  demand  for 
Valencia  oranges  remains  steady. 

It  is  further  found  that  there  is 
insufficient  time  between  the  date  when 
information  became  available  upon 
which  this  regulation  and  amendment 
are  based  and  when  the  actions  must  be 
taken  to  warrant  a  60-day  comment 
period  as  recommended  in  E.0. 12044, 
and  that  it  is  impracticable  and  contrary 
to  the  public  interest  to  give  preliminary 
notice,  engage  in  public  rulemaking,  and 
postpone  the  effective  date  until  30  days 
after  publication  in  the  Federal  Register 
(5  U.S.C.  553),  and  the  amendment 
relieves  restrictions  on  the  handling  of 
Valencia  oranges.  It  is  necessary  to 
effectuate  the  declared  purposes  of  the 
act  to  make  these  regulatory  provisions 
effective  as  specified,  and  handlers  have 
been  apprised  of  such  provisions  and 
the  effective  times. 

1.  Section  908.955  is  added  as  follows: 

§  908.955  Valencia  Orange  Regulation 
655. 

Order,  (a)  The  quantities  of  Valencia 
oranges  grown  in  Arizona  and 
California  which  may  be  handled  during 
the  period  July  18, 1980,  through  July  24, 
1980,  are  established  as  follows: 

(1)  District  1:  345,000  cartons; 

(2)  District  2:  405,000  cartons; 

(3)  District  3:  Open  Movement. 

(b)  As  used  in  this  section,  “handled," 
“District  1,”  “District  2,”  “District  3," 
and  “carton"  mean  the  same  as  defined 
in  the  marketing  order. 

§908.954  [Amended] 

2.  Paragraph  (a)  in  §  908.954  Valencia 
Orange  Regulation  654  (45  F.R.  46335),  is 
hereby  amended  to  read; 
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'  (a)  *  *  * 

(1)  District  1:  437,000  cartons; 

(2)  District  2:  513,000  cartons; 

(3)  District  3:  Open  Movement. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  (7  U.S.C. 
601-674)) 

Dated;  July  16, 1980. 

D.  S.  Kuryloski, 

Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Vegetable 
Division,  Agricultural  Marketing  Service. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21741  Filed  7-18-80;  12:01  pm] 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  notices  to  the  public  of  the 
proposed  issuance  of  rules  and 
regulations.  The  purpose  of  these  notices 
is  to  give  interested  persons  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule 
making  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  final 
rules. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
7  CFR  Part  965 
[Docket  No.  F&V,  AO  307  A-1] 

Tomatoes  Grown  in  South  Texas; 
Hearing  on  Proposed  Amendment  of 
Marketing  Order 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  80-20999  appearing  at  page 
47155  in  the  issue  of  Monday,  July  14, 
1980,  in  the  middle  column  on  page 
47156,  correct  “§  965.60  Marketing 
policy”  to  read  “§  965.60  Inspection  and 
certification." 

BILLING  CODE  1505-01-44 


FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 
12  CFR  Part  204 
[Docket  No.  R-0306] 

Reserve  Requirements  of  Depository 
Institutions 

AGENCY:  Board  of  Governors  of  the 
Federal  Reserve  System. 

ACTION:  Revision  to  proposed 
rulemaking. 

SUMMARY:  The  Board  of  Governors  has 
revised  its  proposed  Regulation  D, 
Reserve  Requirements  of  Depository 
Institutions  (12  CFR  Part  204)  (45  FR 
38388)  to  change  the  date  on  which  a 
depository  institution  would  be  required 
to  include  a  specific  statement  on  the 
face  of  a  time  deposit  instrument  issued 
to  and  held  by  a  natural  person  that  it  is 
not  transferable  in  order  for  the  time 
deposit  to  be  regarded  as  a  personal 
time  deposit  exempt  from  reserve 
requirements.  This  date  has  been 
changed  from  July  15, 1980  to  September 

1, 1980. 

DATE:  The  proposed  regulation  is 
amended  effective  July  11, 1980; 
however,  the  public  comment  period  on 
proposed  Regulation  D  shall  terminate 
on  July  15, 1980. 


FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Gilbert  T.  Schwartz,  Assistant  General 
Counsel  (202/452-3625),  or  Paul  S. 
Pilecki,  Attorney  (202/452-3281),  Legal 
Division,  Board  of  Governors  of  the 
Federal  Reserve  System,  Washington, 
D.C.  20551. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On  June 

9, 1980,  the  Board  published  for  public 
comment  a  proposed  Regulation  D — 
Reserve  Requirements  of  Depository 
Institutions  (12  CFR  Part  204)  (45  FR 
38388)  to  implement  the  reserve 
requirement  provisions  of  the  Monetary 
Control  Act  of  1980  (Title  I  of  Pub.  L.  96- 
221).  The  Act  imposes  Federal  reserve 
requirements  on  all  depository 
institutions  that  maintain  transaction 
accounts  or  nonpersonal  time  deposits. 

The  Act  defines  “nonpersonal  time 
deposit”  as  a  transferable  time  deposit 
or  a  time  deposit  representing  funds 
deposited  to  the  credit  of  or  in  which 
any  beneficial  interest  is  held  by  a 
depositor  which  is  not  a  natural  person. 
A  nontransferable  time  deposit  in  which 
the  entire  beneficial  interest  is  held  by 
and  is  deposited  solely  to  the  credit  of  a 
natural  person  would  not  be  subject  to 
reserve  requirements.  Accordingly,  time 
deposits,  including  credit  union  share 
certificates,  that  are  issued  in 
transferable  form  could  be  regarded  as 
nonpersonal  time  deposits  because  of 
the  transferability  feature. 

Since  the  provision  in  the  Act  was 
intended  to  prevent  the  evasion  of 
reserve  requirements  through  the 
transfer  of  time  deposits  from 
individuals  to  organizations  or 
governmental  units,  the  Board  proposed 
to  exclude  from  the  definition  of 
nonpersonal  time  deposits  a  time 
deposit  issued  to  a  natural  person  on  or 
after  July  15, 1980,  only  if  it  includes  on 
the  face  of  the  deposit  instrument  a 
specific  statement  that  it  is  not 
transferable.  A  time  deposit  issued 
before  July  15, 1980,  to  a  natural  peson 
in  a  denomination  of  less  than  $100,000 
would  be  regarded  as  a  personal  time 
deposit  even  if  it  were  transferable. 

The  Board  has  received  a  significant 
number  of  comments  from  depository 
institutions  that  they  are  unable  to 
indicate  on  their  time  deposits  by  July 

15, 1980,  that  they  are  not  transferable. 
Consequently,  in  order  to  avoid  any 
undue  hardships  to  depository 
institutions  in  meeting  this  requirement, 
the  Board  is  revising  its  proposed 
definition  of  nonpersonal  time  deposits 


by  changing  the  date  on  or  after  which  a 
statement  that  a  time  deposit  issued  to 
and  held  by  a  natural  person  must 
include  a  statement  that  it  is  not 
transferable  in  order  to  be  exempt  from 
reserve  requirements  on  nonpersonal 
time  deposits  from  July  15, 1980  to 
September  1, 1980. 

In  addition,  the  Board  has  received 
questions  concerning  the  definition  of 
“transferable"  for  purposes  of 
Regulation  D.  At  the  time  final  action  is 
taken  on  the  proposed  regulation,  the 
Board  will  clarify  the  specific  types  of 
transactions  that  would  be  regarded  as 
transfers  under  Regulation  D. 

Pursuant  to  authority  under  section  19 
of  the  Federal  Reserve  Act  (12  U.S.C.  461 
et  seq.)  as  amended  by  the  Monetary 
Control  Act  of  1980  (Title  I,  Pub.  L  96- 
221;  94  Stat.  132),  the  Board  revises  FR 
Doc.  No.  80-17449  which  appeared  in  the 
edition  for  Tuesday,  June  9, 1980,  as 
follows: 

1.  At  vol.  45,  page  38390,  in  the  second 
column  at  the  bottom  by  striking  out 
“July  15, 1980”  in  both  places  that  it 
appears  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof 
“September  1, 1980”. 

2.  At  vol.  45,  page  38396,  in  the  third 
column,  by  striking  out  in  §§  204.2(f)(3) 
and  (4)  of  proposed  Regulation  D  “July 
15, 1980”  in  both  places  that  it  appears 
and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  “September 
1, 1980". 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Governors,  July  11, 
1980. 

Griffith  L.  Garwood, 

Deputy  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21327  Filed  7-16-801 8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  8210-01-41 


NATIONAL  CREDIT  UNION 
ADMINISTRATION 

12  CFR  Parts  701  and  761 

Organization  and  Operations  of 
Federal  Credit  Unions  Share  Accounts 
and  Share  Certificate  Accounts  and 
Operational  Procedures  for  Share 
Draft  Accounts;  Federally  Insured 
state  Chartered  Credit  Unions 

AGENCY:  National  Credit  Union 
Administration. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rules. 

SUMMARY:  On  March  31, 1980,  the 
Consumer  Checking  Account  Equity  Act 
of  1980,  Title  III  of  die  Depository 
Institutions  Deregulation  and  Monetary 
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Control  Act  of  1980  (Pub.  L.  96-221,  94 
Stat.  132),  became  effective  and  thus 
authorized  on  a  permanent  basis  share 
draft  accounts  in  accordance  with  rules 
and  regulations  prescribed  by  the 
National  Credit  Union  Administration 
Board  (NCUA  Board)  for  all  federally 
insured  credit  unions.  This  express 
authority  to  offer  share  draft  accounts  is 
set  forth  in  §  205  of  the  Federal  Credit 
Act.  (12  U.S.C.  1785)  The  purpose  of 
these  proposed  actions  is  to  (1)  relieve 
various  existing  operational  and 
procedural  requirements  that  are 
currently  necessary  to  establish  and 
maintain  share  draft  accounts,  (2) 
update  the  requirements  considered 
absolutely  essential  to  effectively 
operate  a  share  draft  program  consistent 
with  the  statute  and  the  underlying 
legislative  intent  and  (3)  specify  those 
procedures  federally  insured  state 
chartered  credit  unions  must  follow  if 
they  offer  share  draft  accounts.  As 
concerns  Federal  credit  unions,  the 
proposed  deregulation  of  procedures,  if 
adopted,  will  be  effected  by  a  repeal  of 
the  regulation  on  share  drafts  accounts 
(12  CFR  701.34)  and  by  amending  the 
current  regulation  on  Share  Accounts 
and  Share  Certificate  Accounts  (12  CFR 
701.35)  to  include  specific  reference  to 
share  draft  accounts.  A  new  Part  761  (12 
CFR  Part  761)  is  proposed  to  govern  the 
implementation  and  operation  of  share 
draft  accounts  for  federally  insured  state 
chartered  credit  unions.  In  the  interim, 

§  701.34  (12  CFR  701.34)  remains 
effective  and  applies  to  all  Federal 
credit  unions.  Also,  State  chartered 
federally  insured  credit  unions  must 
comply  with  the  procedures  set  forth  in 
§  701.34  in  the  absence  of  any  state  rules 
and  regulations  specifically  governing 
share  draft  accounts,  as  that  term  is 
defined  in  the  proposed  new  Part  761. 

It  should  be  noted  that  various 
amendments  of  §  701.35  are  currently 
published  for  comment.  These  include 
revised  penalty  provisions  and  grace 
periods.  Appropriate  changes  will  be 
made  in  this  proposed  regulation  to 
reflect  any  amendments  not  here 
included  that  are  adopted  in  final  form. 
date:  Comments  must  be  received  on  or 
before  September  1, 1980. 
address:  Send  comments  to  Robert  S. 
Monheit,  National  Credit  Union 
Administration,  1776  G  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20456. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

J.  Leonard  Skiles,  Deputy  General 
Counsel,  (202)  357-1030  or  Layne 
Bumgardner,  Office  of  Examination  and 
Insurance,  (202)  357-1065. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  information:  Section 
305  of  the  Consumer  Checking  Account 
Equity  Act  of  1980  expressly  authorized, 


as  of  March  31, 1980,  share  draft 
accounts  for  all  federally  insured  credit 
unions.  Prior  to  that  time,  share  draft 
accounts  were  authorized  for  Federal 
credit  unions  on  the  basis  of  a  legal 
determination  by  the  National  Credit 
Union  Administration  (NCUA)  that  the 
Federal  Credit  Union  Act  permitted  a 
credit  union  member  to  withdraw  funds 
from  a  share  account  by  any  legally  and 
commercially  accepted  method.  This 
determination,  however,  was 
successfully  challenged  by  the  American 
Bankers  Association,  and  as  a  result  of 
that  challenge,  Congress  clarified  the 
matter  by  legislating  share  draft  account 
authority  for  not  only  Federal  credit 
unions  but  also  federally  insured  state 
chartered  credit  unions.  During  this 
same  period,  state  chartered  credit 
unions,  whether  federally  insured  or  not, 
were  subject  to  state  law. 

The  current  rule  governing  the 
implementation  and  operation  of  share 
draft  programs  for  Federal  credit  unions 
is  §  701.34  of  the  NCUA  Rules  and 
Regulations  (12  CFR  701.34).  Section 
701.34  was  published  in  November  1977 
and  became  effective  in  March  1978. 
With  the  exception  of  an  amendment 
repealing  reference  to  certain  liquidity 
reserve  requirements,  the  share  draft 
rule  has  not  been  modified  since  its 
promulgation.  The  adoption  of  §  701.34 
marked  the  end  of  the  NCUA 
experimental  share  draft  program  and 
authorized  the  board  of  directors  of  all 
Federal  credit  unions,  for  the  first  time, 

•  to  implement  share  draft  service  for 
their  members. if  certain  operational  and 
procedural  requirements  were  met. 
These  requirements  have  facilitated  the 
orderly  and  consistent  growth  of  share 
draft  programs  among  Federal  credit 
unions  and  provided  a  measure  of 
protection  not  only  to  the  Federal  credit 
unions  with  operational  programs  but 
also  to  the  share  insurance  fund. 

Further,  the  mandated  procedures  aided 
in  the  collection  of  data  necessary  to 
demonstrate  the  efficiency  and 
effectiveness  of  a  method  of  withdrawal 
that  truncated  the  original  share  draft. 
The  overall  performance  of  Federal 
credit  unions  that  have  operational 
share  draft  programs  indicates  very 
clearly  that  they  met  with  success  and 
are  capable  of  offering  this  consumer 
service  with  a  minimum  of  regulatory 
requirements.  The  NCUA  Board  is  of  the 
opinion  that  this  determination  is 
equally  applicable  to  the  federally 
insured  state  chartered  credit  unions. 
Accordingly,  it  is  appropriate, 
particularly  in  view  of  the  legislation 
expressly  authorizing  share  draft 
accounts,  to  update  the  share  draft 
regulation  by  relieving  certain 


regulatory  requirements  and  to  provide 
specific  regulatory  guidance  to  federally 
insured  state  chartered  credit  unions.  It 
is  proposed,  therefore,  that  certain 
operational  and  procedural 
requirements  contained  in  §  701.34  be 
eliminated.  Those  that  have  been 
retained  and  are  unique  to  share  draft 
accounts  will  be  set  forth  in  a  separate 
subsection  of  the  Share  Account  and 
Share  Certificate  Account  regulation  (12 
CFR  701.35).  It  is  also  proposed  that 
§  701.35  be  amended  to  include  specific 
reference  to  share  draft  accounts  where 
the  existing  requirements  are  applicable 
to  all  types  of  share  accounts  and  to 
update  various  disclosure  requirements. 
Finally,  a  new  Part  761  (12  CFR  Part  761) 
is  proposed  for  federally  insured  state 
chartered  credit  unions.  A  discussion  of 
the  amendments  to  §  701.35,  Part  761, 
and  various  other  issues  involving  share 
draft  accounts  follows.  While  specific 
attention  is  directed  to  various  issues  in 
the  proposed  regulation,  commenters 
should  feel  free  to  comment  on  any 
aspect  of  §  701.35  and  Part  761. 

A.  Amendments  to  §  701.35 

Definitions:  Section  701.35(a)  is 
amended  to  include  a  definition  of  the 
terms  “share  draft  account”  and 
“truncation.”  The  definition  of  a  share 
draft  account  differs  from  that  currently 
set  forth  in  §  701.34  in  two  significant 
aspects.  First,  the  requirement  that  a 
share  draft  account  be  a  “regular  share 
account”  has  been  deleted.  The 
significance  of  this  deletion,  of  course,  is 
that  the  more  restrictive  terms  and 
conditions  for  regular  share  accounts 
are  no  longer  applicable  for  share  draft 
accounts.  This  does  not  preclude  the 
establishment  of  a  share  draft  account 
that  would  also  satisy  the  requirements 
of  a  regular  share  account.  This 
proposal,  as  well  as  the  Consumer 
Checking  Account  Equity  Act  of  1980, 
merely  permits  the  creation  of  a 
separate  share  draft  account  with 
characteristics  different  from  a  regular 
share  account.  In  ths  regard,  existing 
share  draft  programs  would  not  have  to 
be  modified  in  order  to  comply  with  this 
proposed  rule.  It  should  be  noted, 
however,  that  regular  share  accounts 
that  are  currently  accessed  by  share 
drafts  may  not  be  converted  to  any 
other  type  of  account,  including  a  share 
draft  account,  without  member 
authorization  if  the  new  account 
imposes  terms  and  conditions  not 
consistent  with  the  definition  of  a 
regular  share  account.  However, 
comment  is  solicited  concerning  the 
possibility  of  deleting  or  modifying  this 
requirement.  The  Administration  is 
particularly  interested  in  assuring 
members  control  over  their  accounts 
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while,  at  the  same  time,  not  placing 
unnecessary  burdens  on  credit  unions. 
Second,  since  share  drafts  are  only  one 
method  that  can  be  used  to  access  funds 
in  a  share  draft  account,  reference  to 
“share  draft”  in  the  definition  has  been 
deleted  and  the  language  “negotiable  or 
transferable  instruments”  has  been 
added.  By  so  doing,  it  should  be  clear 
that  preauthorized  drafting  is  permitted. 
That  definition  also  refers  to  “or  other 
order."  Examples  would  include 
preauthorized  drafts,  telephone 
transfers,  electronic  transfers  through 
remote  service  units  or  by  other  means, 
or  plastic  debit  cards.  Finally,  there  is 
an  important  parallel  between  the 
current  and  proposed  definition  of  e 
share  draft  account.  That  is,  in 
legislating  share  draft  accounts  for  / 
federally  insured  credit  unions, 

Congress  did  not  alter  the  basic  nature 
of  the  account.  Therefore,  and  to  that 
extent,  the  proposed  definition  retains 
the  concept  that  share  draft  accounts, 
like  share  accounts  and  share  certificate 
accounts,  are  equity  rather  than  liability 
accounts. 

The  definition  of  truncation  was  also 
modified  to  recognize  the  possibility  that 
other  types  of  orders  may  be  used  to 
withdraw  funds  from  share  draft 
accounts.  Otherwise,  the  definition 
remains  unchanged. 

Procedural  Requirements:  Currently, 
Federal  credit  unions  must  accomplish  a 
number  of  procedural  requirements  to 
implement  a  share  draft  program.  For 
the  most  part,  those  requirements  have 
been  deleted  in  this  proposed  rule.  For 
example,  the  proposed  rule  does  not 
require  that  a  written  request  to  operate 
a  share  draft  program  be  submitted  to 
the  Board  at  least  60  days  prior  to  the 
date  of  implementation.  Likewise, 
modifications  to  operational  programs 
need  not  be  submitted.  However,  it  is 
proposed  that  each  Federal  credit  union 
maintain  at  its  principal  office  a 
statement  of  operational  specifications 
for  share  draft  accounts.  The  elimination 
of  certain  existing  requirements  does  not 
in  any  way  diminish  the  board  of 
directors’  responsibility  to  assure  that 
safe  and  sound  operational  and  control 
procedures  are  established  in 
conjunction  with  the  implementation  of 
a  share  draft  program.  However,  since 
there  no  longer  exists  any  compelling 
reason  to  mandate  such  requirements, 
except  as  discussed  below,  these 
matters  have  been  left  to  the  discretion 
of  the  board  of  directors  of  each  credit 
union. 

A  new  subsection  (c)  has  been  added 
to  |  701.35  (the  remaining  subsections 
have  been  relettered  accordingly)  to 
include  those  procedures  the  NCUA 


Board  proposes  either  to  require  or 
authorize  for  share  draft  accounts.  It  is 
proposed  that  in  addition  to  the  general 
requirements  that  are  applicable  to 
share  draft  accounts,  such  as  the 
maximum  dividend  rate,  advertising  and 
disclosure  requirements,  Federal  credit 
unions  that  offer  share  draft  accounts 
must  do  so  consistent  with  the 
following.  First,  any  negotiable  or 
transferable  instrument  used  to  access  a 
share  draft  account  must  be  truncated. 
That  is,  the  original  order  cannot  be 
returned  to  the  drawer.  There  is  no 
requirement,  however,  that  the  original 
order  be  truncated  at  any  specific  point 
in  the  clearing  process.  Conceivably, 
procedures  could  be  designed  whereby 
the  share  draft  is  truncated  at  the  very 
beginning  or  at  the  end  of  the  clearing 
process.  Pursuant  to  the  current  rule, 
Federal  credit  unions  must  designate  a 
payable  through  bank;  consequently, 
share  drafts  are  generally  truncated  at 
tnat  point.  Under  the  proposed  rule, 
however,  there  is  no  similar 
requirement.  Accordingly,  Federal  credit 
unions  could  just  as  easily  truncate  the 
share  draft  or  any  other  type  of 
negotiable  or  transferrable  instrument  at 
the  credit  union  or  at  any  other 
processing  point  in  the  clearing  process. 
Retention  of  the  truncation  procedure  is 
considered  by  the  NCUA  Board  to  be 
absolutely  essential  in  order  to  maintain 
the  momentum  of  this  innovative 
practice.  Further,  truncation  reduces  the 
total  cost  necessary  to  operate  a  share 
draft  program.  This  reduction  in  cost 
ultimately  benefits  the  credit  union 
member.  Second,  the  board  of  directors 
must  provide  for  surety  bond  coverage. 
Although  obtaining  surety  bond 
coverage  is  required  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  §  701.20  (12  CFR 
701.20)  there  exists  potential  for  unique 
hazards  to  occur  in  operating  a  share 
draft  program.  This  regulatory 
requirement,  therefore,  underscores  the 
necessity  to  ensure  proper  surety  bond 
coverage  consistent  with  the  unique 
operational  activities  of  transaction 
account  activity.  Third,  it  is  imperative 
that  the  board  of  directors  design  a 
share  draft  agreement  that  clearly 
outlines  the  responsibilities  of  the  credit 
union  and  the  member.  By  so  doing, 
conflicts  and  misunderstandings  will  be 
greatly  minimized.  Fourth,  copies  of  paid 
orders  must  be  retained  for  a  period  of 
five  years  or  as  may  be  required  by 
state  law,  whichever  is  greater. 
Retention  may  be  by  any  accepted 
method  which  does  not  jeopardize  the 
ability  to  properly  authenticate  the 
document.  Fifth,  and  the  last 
requirement,  is  that  the  credit  union 
must  develop  operational  and  program 


specifications  and  maintain  a  written 
document  setting  forth  these 
specifications  in  the  credit  union's 
principal  office. 

Also  contained  in  this  proposed 
subsection  is  language  that  clarifies 
three  important  aspects  of  share  draft 
programs:  fees,  limited  share  draft 
programs  and  guarantee  arrangements. 
Notwithstanding  the  conclusion  that 
share  draft  accounts  are  equity  accounts 
and  generally  subject  to  the  same 
overall  precepts  governing  share 
accounts  in  a  credit  union,  there  is 
justification  to  permit  separate 
treatment  in  at  least  two  instances.  The 
first  concerns  fees.  It  is  the  Board’s 
determination  that  fees  may  be  charged 
for  share  draft  account  usage.  That  is, 
while  a  fee  could  not  be  imposed  to 
open  a  share  draft  account,  it  would  be 
permissible  to  impose  a  fee  on  a  per 
item  basis  or  on  the  total  number  of 
items  cleared  based  on  the 
administrative  costs  involved.  Any  fees 
charged,  however,  must  not  exceed  the 
costs  required  to  maintain  the  account. 
Fees  for  overdrafts,  stop  payment 
orders,  and  failure  to  maintain  required 
balances  are  also  permitted  but  should 
be  reasonable  in  amount.  The  second 
instance  where  different  treatment  is 
permitted  is  when  a  Federal  credit  union 
intends  to  implement  a  share  draft 
program  on  an  experimental  basis.  In 
that  instance,  the  board  of  directors 
could  designate  a  limited  number  of 
members  to  participate,  including 
members  of  the  board  as  well  as  other 
officials  of  the  credit  union,  without 
providing  access  to  share  draft  accounts 
to  all  members.  However,  under  no 
circumstances  can  the  maximum 
dividend  rate  authorized  for  share  draft 
accounts  exceed  that  paid  on  its  regular 
share  account  nor  can  the  advertising 
and  disclosure  requirements  be  waived 
during  the  experimental  period. 
Thereafter,  share  draft  accounts,  if 
continued,  must  be  made  available  to  all 
members  on  an  equal  basis.  For 
example,  it  would  not  be  permissible  to 
exclude  a  certain  class  of  members  on 
the  basis  that  they  could  not  obtain 
payroll  deduction  or  are  no  longer 
within  the  field  of  membership. 
Additionally,  terms  and  conditions  that 
effectively  eliminate  a  certain  class  of 
credit  union  members  from  obtaining 
share  draft  service  would  be 
discriminatory  and  also  not  permitted. 
To  further  clarify,  a  requirement  that  in 
order  to  qualify  for  the  account  the 
member  must  earn  X  amount  is  clearly 
discriminatory.  However,  establishing  a 
minimum  amount  to  open  a  share  draft 
account  would  not  be  discriminatory, 
unless  of  course,  such  a  requirement 
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effectively  eliminated  a  class  of 
members.  The  NCUA  Board  recognizes, 
however,  that  sufficient  justification 
may  exist  to  disapprove  individual 
members  for  share  draft  approval,  such 
as  a  poor  credit  history  or  a  history  of 
delinquency  on  loans.  However,  as 
stated  above,  criteria  that  tend  to 
disqualify  an  entire  class  of  members  is 
impermissible.  Comment  is  specifically 
solicited  concerning  disapproval  criteria 
and  its  effective  and  non-discriminatory 
application  so  that  members  are  fairly 
treated  and  the  credit  union  is  permitted 
some  discretion  in  setting  up  an 
effective  program.  Finally,  this  proposed 
rule  clarifies  that  Federal  credit  unions 
can  participate  in  guarantee 
arrangements.  However,  no  guarantee 
arrangement  can  place  a  share  draft 
account  holder  in  a  preferential  position 
if  required  notice  of  withdrawal  is 
imposed  pursuant  to  the  Bylaws.  The 
NCUA  Board  is  of  the  opinion  that,  if 
necessary,  provision  for  this 
contingency  can  be  drafted  into  the 
share  draft  agreement  and,  if  necessary, 
notification  procedures  implemented  to 
alert  local  banks,  merchants  and  other 
interested  parties  to  eliminate  any 
serious  problems. 

From  an  operational  point  of  view. 
Federal  credit  unions  engaging  in 
guarantee  programs  should  be  aware  of 
the  interplay  between  such  programs 
and  Article  III,  Section  5(d)  of  the 
Federal  Credit  Union  Bylaws.  That 
section  states  that  no  member  may 
withdraw  shareholdings  below  the 
amount  of  his  primary  or  contingent 
liability  to  the  credit  union  if  he  is 
delinquent  as  a  borrower  without  the 
written  approval  of  the  credit  committee 
or  loan  officer.  Federal  credit  unions 
must  assure  that  operational  procedures 
are  established  that  will  be  able  to  track 
potential  problems  in  this  area  with 
their  members.  Comments  addressing 
this  area  are  solicited. 

Dividends:  The  proposed  redesignated 
subsection  (h)  has  been  amended  to 
clarify  that  the  maximum  dividend  rate 
of  7%  for  share  accounts  also  applies  to 
share  draft  accounts.  This  amendment  is 
necessary  in  view  of  the  fact  that  share 
draft  accounts  are  no  longer  defined  as 
regular  share  accounts.  Pursuant  to  the 
requirement  of  the  existing  rule,  regular 
share  accounts  must  qualify  for  a 
dividend.  This  concept  remains  in  the 
proposed  rule  although  only  regular 
share  accounts  must  qualify  for  a 
dividend.  Comments  are  specifically 
solicited  on  the  issue  of  deleting  the 
ability  to  earn  a  dividend  as  a 
requirement  for  regular  share  accounts. 

Advertising  and  Disclosures :  Several 
proposed  amendments  have  been 


included  in  redesignated  subsections  (k) 
and  (1).  First,  it  is  made  clear  that 
required  notice  be  provided  to  each 
account  holder  individually.  Contained 
in  both  subsections  is  a  requirement  that 
if  an  account  or  any  portion  of  the 
account  does  not  qualify  for  a  dividend, 
a  clear  and  conspicuous  notice  to  that 
effect  must  be  disclosed.  Also,  it  is 
proposed  that  the  holders  of  an  account 
should  be  notified  of  any  applicable 
grace  period  and  that  sixty  days  notice 
may  be  imposed  pursuant  to  the  Bylaws. 
The  Board  is  of  the  opinion  that  the 
burden,  if  any,  created  by  the  above 
proposed  requirements  is  minimal,  and 
that,  in  any  event,  the  benefits  of 
accurately  disclosing  the  nature  of  the 
accounts  ultimately  redounds  to  the 
credit  union.  A  general  cautionary  note 
is  in  order.  Pursuant  to  Part  740  of  the 
Rules  and  Regulations  (12  CFR  Part  740), 
advertising  must  not  be  misleading  in 
any  way.  Consequently,  since  share 
draft  accounts  are  not  the  same  as 
checking  accounts,  reference  to  them  as 
such  would  be  in  violation  of  Part  740. 
However,  Part  740  is  not  violated  simply 
by  use  of  the  word  “chek,”  “cheque,”  or 
even  “check”  in  advertising  a  share 
draft  program  if,  with  equal  prominence, 
it  is  stated  that  the  program  is,  in  fact,  a 
share  draft  program. 

Comments  are  solicited  on  the 
following  disclosure  matters  which,  the 
NCUA  Board  believes,  present  areas  of 
continuing  concern  to  members: 

a.  Should  specific  disclosures  be 
required  upon  establishment  of  an 
account  of  the  possibility  that  a  60  day 
or  less  notice  for  withdrawal  might  be 
invoked? 

b.  Should  specific  disclosure  be 
required  not  only  that  funds  deposited 
during  a  grace  period  will  earn 
dividends  for  the  entire  grace  period  but 
that  funds  deposited  after  the  grace 
period  will  earn  no  dividends  for  that 
period? 

&  It  has  been  suggested  that  the 
required  disclosure  that  “Federal 
regulations  prohibit  payment  of 
dividends  in  excess  of  available 
earnings”  fails  to  specifically  disclose 
that  no  dividend  may  be  paid  during  a 
given  dividend  period.  Should  the 
statement  “Dividends  are  not 
guaranteed"  become  an  additional 
requirement  in  order  to  clarify  this 
point? 

d.  Should  specific  disclosure  of  actual 
effective  yield  on  accounts  be  required 
after  the  appropriate  dividend  period 
has  expired? 

Any  additional  disclosure 
requirements  will  be  implemented  with 
a  delayed  effective  date  in  order  to 
allow  credit  unions  sufficient  time  to 


draw  down  on  existing  stock  of 
disclosure  forms. 

B.  Use  of  Share  Drafts 

Section  205  of  the  Federal  Credit 
Union  Act  makes  it  clear  that  share 
drafts  accounts  shall  only  be  established 
for  use  by  “individuals  or  members  or 
by  an  organization  which  is  operated 
primarily  for  religious,  philanthropic, 
charitable,  educational,  or  other  similar 
purposes  and  which  is  not  operated  for 
profit”  (12  U.S.C.  1785).  Federal  credit 
unions  that  are  members  of  a  corporate 
central  would,  therefore,  qualify  for 
share  draft  accounts.  Similarly,  certain 
non  appropriated  fund  activities  may 
qualify  if  they  are  designated  as  a  public 
unit  account  and  meet  the  criteria  set 
forth  above.  Credit  union  service 
corporations  do  not  fit  the  definition 
and,  hence,  would  not  qualify  for  share 
drafts.  Nonmember  use  of  a  share  draft 
account,  like  any  other  type  of  share 
account,  is  strictly  limited  to  ownership 
with  a  credit  union  member.  In  this 
regard,  a  Federal  credit  union  may  not 
draw  share  drafts  on  itself.  For  purposes 
of  this  proposal,  a  person  purchasing 
shares  in  a  low  income  credit  union  is 
considered  a  credit  union  member. 

C.  Overdrafts 

Although  the  proposed  amendments 
to  |  701.35  do  not  reference  overdrafts, 
the  Board  recognizes  that  certain 
questions  may  surface  relative  to  this 
particular  issue. 

It  is  the  Board’s  position  that  an 
overdraft  may  be  cleared  by  a  transfer 
of  shares  from  another  account  or  by 
accessing  a  line  of  credit,  special  loan 
plan,  or  any  other  arrangement 
established  with  the  member.  Specific 
arrangements  with  the  member  may  be 
preauthorized  while  others  may  be 
contingent  on  member  approval  at  the 
time  the  overdraft  occurs.  Notice  of  the 
action  taken  must  be  provided  to  the 
member.  The  method  and  timing  of  such 
notice,  however,  would  be  within  the 
discretion  of  the  board  of  directors 
except,  for  example,  if  an  order  was 
initiated  by  a  plastic  debit  card,  in 
which  case  certain  notice  requirements 
pursuant  to  the  Federal  Reserve  Board’s 
Regulation  E  may  become  applicable. 
The  Board  views  providing  notice  of 
overdrafts  and  related  share  transfers  as 
a  reasonable  and  prudent  measure  for 
the  safe  and  sound  operation  of  a  share 
draft  program.  Comments  on  this  issue 
are  solicited.  In  addition,  comment  is 
specifically  solicited  on  the  type  of 
notice  that  should  be  provided  on 
overdrafts.  The  possibilities  may  range 
from  immediate  notification  on  each 
overdraft  to  notification  being  provided 
in  quarterly  or  monthly  statements. 
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D.  Accounting  and  Operational 
Procedures 

Currently  the  Accounting  Manual  for 
Federal  Credit  Unions  is  undergoing  a 
general  revision.  That  portion  relevant 
to  the  operation  of  share  draft  accounts 
will  not  be  finalized  until  final  action  is 
taken  on  these  proposals.  To  assure  that 
the  NCUA  Board  is  made  aware  of  all 
accounting  and  operational  issues 
concerning  existing  payable  through 
share  draft  programs,  as  well  as  other 
types  of  programs  which  may  result 
horn  the  adoption  of  these  proposals, 
comments  are  specifically  requested 
from  credit  unions,  data  processing 
servicers,  and  bank  share  draft 
processors  on  the  following  issues. 

(1)  Use  of  a  credit  union’s  own  routing 
and  transit  numbers  on  share  drafts. 

(2)  Time  frames  by  which  share  draft 
accounts  must  be  posted  in  relation  to 
receipt  of  share  drafts  from  a  payable- 
through  or  processing  bank. 

(3)  Overdraft  accounting. 

(4)  Service  free  accounting  and 
records. 

(5)  Frequency  of  and  other 
requirements  relative  to  periodic  share 
draft  statements. 

(6)  Stop  payment  requirements  and 
records. 

(7)  Storage  and  retrieval  of  paid 
drafts. 

(8)  Handling  of  posting  exceptions  and 
return  items. 

(9)  Handling  of  forged  and 
unauthorized  drafts. 

(10)  Settlement  accounts;  related 
accouting  and  reconcilement. 

(11)  Separate  general  ledger  accounts 
and  trial  balances  for  individual  share 
draft  ledgers. 

(12)  Accounting  requirements  relative 
to  monetary  reserve  reporting  and 
reserve  maintenance  relative  to 
transaction  accounts.  (These 
requirements  will  be  developed  in 
conjunction  with  rules  and  regulations 
to  be  issued  by  the  Federal  Reserve 
Board.) 

E.  Part  761 

Prior  to  March  31, 1980,  share  draft 
programs  for  federally  insured  state 
chartered  credit  unions  were  subject  to 
state  law  and  rules  and  regulations. 
With  the  enactment  of  the  Consumer 
Checking  Account  Equity  Act  of  1980, 
federally  insured  state  chartered  credit 
unions  were  given  the  express  authority 
to  offer  share  draft  accounts. 
Accordingly,  federally  insured  state 
chartered  credit  unions  can  now  offer 
share  draft  accounts  irrespective  of 
state  law.  The  authority  to  offer  these 
types  of  accounts,  however,  is  subjects 
to  any  rules  and  regulations  that  may  be 


prescribed  by  the  Board.  That  is,  explicit 
statutory  authority  exists  for  federally 
insured  state  chartered  credit  unions  to 
offer  share  draft  accounts  in  accordance 
with  rules  and  regulations  promulgated 
by  the  Board.  In  exercising  this  authority 
the  Board  is  proposing  a  new  Part  761.  _ 

Essentially,  the  Board  is  of  the  opinion 
that  to  the  extent  possible,  federally 
insured  state  chartered  credit  unions 
should  comply  with  any  rules  and 
regulations  governing  share  draft 
accounts  as  may  be  adopted  by  the 
state.  In  the  absence  of  state  law 
authorizing  share  draft  accounts,  or  if 
sich  authority  exists,  in  the  absence  of 
rules  and  regulations  governing  the 
implementation  and  operation  of  share 
draft  accounts,  federally  insured  state 
chartered  credit  unions  must  comply 
with  Federal  requirements.  In  the  event 
a  procedure  set  foth  in  §  701.35  conflicts 
with  state  law,  the  issue,  in  this  isolated 
instance,  will  be  resolved  in  favor  of  the 
latter. 

Pursuant  to  5  U.S.C.  553  and  Part  720.8 
of  NCUA  Rules  and  Regulations  (12 
C.F.R.  §  720.8),  an  appropriate  comment 
period  is  provided. 

Rosemary  Brady, 

Secretary  to  the  Board  National  Credit  Union 
Administration. 

July  11, 1980. 

(Sec.  205,  94  Stat.  132  (12  U.S.C.  1785),  Sec. 

120,  73  Stat.  635  (12  U.S.C.  1766)  and  Sec.  209, 
84  Stat.  1104  (12  U.S.C.  1789)) 

PART  701 — ORGANIZATION  AND 
OPERATIONS  OF  FEDERAL  CREDIT 
UNIONS  SHARE  ACCOUNTS  AND 
SHARE  CERTIFICATE  ACCOUNTS 

§  701.34  [Removed] 

Section  701.34  is  repealed. 

Section  701.35  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  701.35  Share,  share  draft  and  share 
certificate  accounts. 

(a)  Definitions — as  used  in  this 
section: 

(1)  Share  Account  means: 

(1)  Regular  Share  Account — an 
account  which  does  not  require  the 
holder  to  maintain  a  balance  greater 
than  the  par  value  of  a  share  or  to  give 
notice  of  intent  to  withdraw,  except  as 
may  be  imposed  in  accordance  with  the 
Federal  Credit  Union  Bylaws,  and  that 
qualifies  for  a  dividend;  or 

(ii)  Any  other  account  that  is  not,  by 
definition,  either  a  regular  share,  share 
draft  or  share  certificate  account. 

(2)  Share  Draft  Account  means  an 
account  from  which  the  holder  is 
authorized  to  withdraw  shares  by 
means  of  a  negotiable  or  transferable 
instrument  or  other  order. 

(3)  Share  Certificate  Account  means: 


(i)  An  account  that  will  earn 
dividends  at  a  particular  rate  if  held  to 
maturity  and  on  which  a  penalty  shall 
be  assessed  for  any  premature 
withdrawal.  Additions  shall  reset  the 
maturity  of  the  entire  account  for  a  term 
equal  to  the  original  qualifying  period; 
or 

(ii)  An  account  that  will  earn 
dividends  at  a  particular  rate  provided: 

(A)  A  notice  of  a  minimum  of  90  days 
of  intent  to  withdraw  on  a  specified  date 
is  required; 

(B)  A  penalty  is  assessed  for  failure  to 
provide  a  minimum  of  90  days  notice; 
and 

(C)  Regular  additions  are  made  to  the 
account  for  the  duration  of  the 
qualifying  period  pursuant  to  a  written 
contract  or  savings  plan.  Additions  to 
this  type  of  account  shall  not  reset  the 
maturity  of  the  entire  account  for  a  term 
equal  to  the  original  qualifying  period. 

(4)  Premature  Withdrawal  means: 

(i)  The  withdrawal  of  all  or  any 
portion  of  the  principal  amount  prior  to 
maturity,  or 

(ii)  The  withdrawal  of  all  or  any 
portion  of  the  principal  amount  prior  to 
providing  any  required  notice. 

(5)  Truncation  means  the  original 
negotiable  or  transferable  instrument  is 
not  returned  to  the  drawer. 

(b)  Issuance  of  Share,  Share  Draft  and 
Share  Certificate  Accounts.  (1)  The 
board  of  directors,  by  resolution,  may 
establish  share  and  share  draft  accounts 
with  different  dividend  rates  and  share 
certificate  accounts  with  different 
dividend  rates  and  maturities  in 
conformance  with  the  following: 

(1)  Any  terms  and  conditions 
prescribed  by  the  board  of  directors 
concerning  the  issuance  and 
maintenance  of  share,  share  draft  and 
share  certificate  accounts  must  be 
consistent  with  the  requirements  of  this 
section;  and 

(ii)  A  regular  share  account  as  defined 
in  paragraph  (a)(l)(i)  must  be  available 
to  all  members,  either  as  a  separate 
account  or  in  combination  with  other 
account  features  adopted  by  the  board. 

(2)  Share,  share  draft  and  share 
certificate  accounts  offered  shall  be 
made  available  to  all  members  on  an 
equal  basis.  Special  share  certificate 
accounts  may  be  established  for  funds 
deposited  to  the  credit  of,  or  in  which 
the  entire  beneficial  interest  is  held  by, 
an  individual  pursuant  to  an  Individual 
Retirement  Account  agreement  of  Keogh 
Plan  as  provided  for  by  §  721.4.  Such 
special  share  certificate  accounts  shall 
be  made  available  on  an  equal  basis  to 
all  members  who  qualify.  No  officer, 
director,  member  of  the  credit  or 
supervisory  committees,  employee,  or 
other  official  appointed  or  elected,  shall 
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be  the  holder  of  a  share,  share  draft  or 
any  type  of  share  certificate  account 
unless  all  qualifying  members  of  the 
credit  union  are  given  an  equal 
opportunity  to  become  holders  of  such 
accounts. 

(3)  Share,  share  draft  and  share 
certificate  accounts  shall  be  subject  to 
any  notice  which  may  be  imposed 
pursuant  to  the  Federal  Credit  Union 
Bylaws. 

(4)  No  regular  share  account  may  be 
converted  to  any  other  type  of  account 
without  the  express  authorization  of  the 
account  holder. 

(c)  Share  Draft  Accounts.  (1)  In 
addition  to  the  general  requirements  set 
forth  in  this  section  applicable  to  the 
establishment  and  maintenance  of  share 
draft  accounts  the  board  of  directors 
shall  provide  for: 

(1)  Truncation: 

(ii)  Surety  bond  coverage; 

(iii)  Establishing  a  share  draft  account 
agreement  with  each  member  that 
outlines  the  credit  union’s  and  member’s 
responsibilities; 

(iv)  Retaining  copies  of  paid  orders  of 
withdrawal  on  file  for  a  period  of  five 
years  or  as  required  by  state  law, 
whichever  is  greater;  and 

(v)  Written  operational  and  program 
specifications  on  file  at  the  credit 
union’s  principal  office. 

(2)  The  board  of  directors  may 
provide  for: 

(i)  Fees  to  be  assessed  for  share  draft 
account  usage,  which  may  include  a 
charge  for  stop  payment  orders, 
overdrafts,  failure  to  maintain  required 
balances  and  the  costs  required  to 
maintain  the  account; 

(ii)  An  experimental  share  draft 
program  with  terms  and  conditions  that 
restrict  the  number  of  share  draft 
accounts  and  are  otherwise  not 
consistent  with  the  requirements  of  this 
section  for  a  period  not  to  exceed  one 
year;  except,  however,  the  advertising 
and  disclosure  requirements  shall  not  be 
waived  and  the  maximum  dividend  rate 
for  share  accounts  shall  not  exceed  the 
rate  paid  on  its  regular  share  account; 
and 

(iii)  participation  in  guarantee 
arrangements,  provided,  however,  that 
no  guarantee  to  make  payment  shall 
operate  to  place  the  holder  of  a  share 
draft  account  in  a  preferential  position  if 
notice  is  impQsed  pursuant  to  the 
Federal  Credit  Union  Bylaws. 
Instruments  drawn  or  other  orders 
authorized  prior  to  the  effective  date  of 
notice  may  be  paid  in  accordance  with 
normal  operational  procedures. 

(d)  Limitations  on  Share  Certificate 
Accounts.  (1)  Qualifying  periods  shall 
not  be  less  than  90  days  nor  more  than  6 
years,  except,  however,  public  unit 


accounts  may  be  issued  with  qualifying 
periods  of  not  less  than  30  days  nor 
more  than  6  years.  Corporate  central 
Federal  credit  unions,  as  defined  in  Part 
704  of  the  Rules  and  Regulations  (21 
CFR  Part  704),  may  issue  share 
certificate  accounts  with  qualifying 
periods  of  not  less  than  30  days  not 
more  than  6  years. 

(2) (i)  Upon  maturity,  share  certificate 
accounts  may  be  automatically  renewed 
at  the  same  terms  and  conditions  as 
initially  issued,  or  as  may  be  otherwise 
provided  for  in  accordance  with  a 
written  agreement  between  the  holder 
and  the  credit  union.  Notice  of  any  such 
renewal,  changes  in  the  terms  and 
conditions,  or  expire  iion  of  the 
qualifying  period  (in  addition  to  the 
disclosure  requirements  set  forth  in 
subsection  (1))  shall  be  provided  at  least 
10  days  prior  to  the  expiration  of  the 
qualifying  period,  except  accounts  with 
qualifying  periods  of  less  than  90  days. 

(ii)  In  the  case  of  share  certificates 
issued  pursuant  to  paragraph  (h)(5),  the 
share  certificate  account  agreement  may 
provide  for  the  payment  of  dividends  on 
withdrawals  made  not  more  than  7  days 
after  the  maturity  date.  The  agreement 
may  specify  that  the  dividends  will  be 
paid  at  the  originally  specified  dividend 
rate  or  at  a  lower  rate  but  in  no  event 
may  the  rate  specified  be  less  than  the- 
current  rate  paid  on  regular  share 
accounts. 

(3) (i)  In  case  of  premature  withdrawal 
of  the  principal  amount  which  reduces 
the  balance  below  any  required 
minimum  amount,  the  account  shall  be 
cancelled  and  a  penalty  pursuant  to 
paragraph  (e)  of  this  section  shall  be 
imposed  upon  the  entire  amount 
evidenced  by  the  share  certificate 
account.  If  the  required  minimum 
amount  continues  to  be  met,  a  penalty 
pursuant  to  paragraph  (e)  of  this  section 
shall  be  imposed  upon  the  amount 
withdrawn  (and  not  upon  the  remaining 
balance)  and  either: 

(1)  An  appropriate  notation  may  be 
made  on  the  account  indicating  the 
amount  and  date  of  the  withdrawal  and 
the  remaining  balance,  or 

(2)  The  account  may  be  cancelled  and 
a  new  account  issued. 

(ii)  A  share  certificate  account  holder 
may  withdraw  any  and  all  dividends 
previously  paid  on  a  share  certificate 
account  during  its  current  qualifying 
period  without  incurring  a  penalty.  If  the 
share  certificate  account  is  automatcally 
renewed  at  the  same  terms  and 
conditions  (including  the  same  dividend 
rate),  a  Federal  credit  union  may  permit 
a  share  certificate  account  holder  to 
withdraw  dividends  paid  during  the 
preceding  qualifying  period  or  periods  at 
any  time  during  the  renewal  period 


without  penalty,  unless  the  share 
certificate  agreement  provides 
otherwise.  If  any  term  or  condition  of 
the  renewal  certificate  is  different, 
dividends  in  the  account  at  the 
commencement  of  the  renewal  period 
shall  be  treated  as  principal  and  subject 
to  the  penalty  provisions  for  early 
withdrawal.  Any  amendment  to  a  share 
certificate  account  that  results  in  an 
increase  in  the  dividend  rate  or  a 
reduction  in  the  qualifying  period 
constitutes  a  payment  of  the  account 
before  maturity. 

(e)  Penalty  Provisions.  (1)  Penalties 
imposed  shall  be  on  the  actual 
dividends  earned,  and  shall  not  be 
imposed  on  the  principal  amount  held  in 
a  share,  share  draft  or  share  certificate 
account.  In  assessing  any  applicable 
penalty,  however,  the  amount  of  the 
penalty  may  Se  deducted  from  the 
principal  amount  if  the  dividends  upon 
which  the  penalty  is  assessed  have  been 
previously  withdrawn. 

(2)  The  board  of  directors  may 
establish  a  penalty  to  be  imposed  for 
failure  to  comply  with  any  terms  or 
conditions  of  a  share  account,  other 
than  a  regular  share  account,  share  draft 
or  share  certificate  account. 

(3)  The  board  of  directors  shall 
establish  a  penalty  to  be  imposed  for 
premature  withdrawal  from  a  share 
certificate  account.  The  penalty 
established  shall,  at  a  minimum,  require: 

(i)  If  the  qualifying  period  is  one  year 
or  less  the  member  shall  forfeit  an' 
amount  equal  to  the  lesser  of: 

(A)  All  dividends  for  90  days  on  the 
amount  withdrawn,  or 

(B)  All  dividends  on  the  amount 
withdrawn  since  the  date  of  issuance  or 
renewal. 

(ii)  If  the  qualifying  period  is  greater 
than  one  year,  the  member  shall  forfeit 
an  amount  equal  to  the  lesser  of: 

(A)  All  dividends  for  180  days  on  the 
amount  withdrawn,  or 

(B)  All  dividends  on  the  amount 
withdrawn  since  the  date  of  issuance  or 
renewal. 

(f)  Exceptions  to  the  Penalties — 
Penalties  shall  not  be  applied  if: 

(1)  The  withdrawal  is  made 
subsequent  to  the  death  of  any  owner  of 
the  share,  share  draft  or  share  certificate 
account  or  is  made  pursuant  to  Article 
III,  Section  5(e)  of  the  Federal  Credit 
Union  Bylaws; 

(2)  The  share,  share  draft  or  share 
certificate  account  is  part  of  a  pension 
plan  which  qualifies  or  qualified  for 
specific  tax  treatment  under  Section 
401(d)  or  408  of  the  Internal  Revenue 
Code  and  withdrawal  is  made  to  effect 
distribution  of  the  funds  evidenced  by 
such  account  following  the  participant’s 
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death  or  disability  or  upon  attaining  not 
less  than  59 Vi  years  of  age;  or 

(3)  Such  withdrawal  is  made  as  a 
result  of  the  voluntary  or  involuntary 
liquidation  of  the  Federal  credit  union 
issuing  the  account. 

(g)  Rate  Specified  or  Contracted  For 
In  Advance.  (1)  If  specified  or 
contracted  for  in  advance,  the  dividend 
rate  shall; 

(1)  For  regular  share  accounts,  be 
expressed  as  either  a  single  dividend 
rate  or  for  regular  share  accounts  that 
earn  differing  rates  for  differing 
balances,  each  rate  shall  be  expressed; 
and 

(ii)  For  the  remaining  types  of  share, 
share  draft  and  share  certificate 
accounts,  be  expressed  as 

(A)  A  percentage  above  or  below  the 
dividend  rate  declared  for  regular  share 
accounts,  or 

(B)  A  single  dividend  rate. 

(h)  Maximum  Dividend  Rate — A 
Federal  credit  union  may  pay  a 
maximum  dividend,  expressed  as  an 
annual  rate,  as  follows: 

-  (1)  7%  on  a  share  or  share  draft 
account; 

(2)  On  a  share  certificate  account, 
except  as  otherwise  provided  in  this 
subsection,  that  is  issued  on  or  after 
Thursday  of  every  other  week  up  to  the 
greater  of  (i)  9*/2%,  or  (ii)  the  lesser  of 
12%  or  the  average  2‘/2-year  yield  for 
United  States  Treasury  securities,  as 
determined  and  announced  by  the 
United  States  Department  of  Treasury 
immediately  prior  to  such  Thursday; 

(3)  On  a  share  certificate  account 
except  as  otherwise  provided  in  this 
subsection  which  represents  an 
investment  of  retirement  account  funds 
pursuant  to  §  721.4  or  of  public  unit 
funds  pursuant  to  §  701.32  that  is  issued 
on  or  after  Thursday  of  every  other 
week,  up  to  the  greater  of  (i)  9%,  or  (ii) 
the  lesser  of  12%  or  the  average  2%-year 
yield  for  United  States  Treasury 
securities,  as  determined  and 
announced  by  the  United  States 
Department  of  Treasury  immediately 
prior  to  such  Thursday; 

(4)  A  rate  determined  by  money 
market  conditions  on  a  share  certificate 
account  of  $100,000  or  more;  or 

(5)  In  the  case  of  a  share  certificate 
account  of  $10,000  or  more  having  a 
fixed  term  or  qualifying  period  of  26 
weeks,  the  maximum  dividend  rate, 
which  may  be  rounded  off  only  by 
rounding  down,  shall  be  the  greater  of 
the  rate  authorized  in  paragraph  (h)(2)  of 
this  section  or  one  quarter  of  one 
percent  above  the  discount  rate  (auction 
average  on  a  discount  basis)  for  26 


weeks  United  States  Treasury  bills 
issued  on  or  immediately  prior  to  the 
date  of  purchase  of  the  share  certificate. 

If  such  dividend  rate  is  based  upon  the 
discount  rate,  no  compounding  of 
dividends  is  permitted. 

(i)  Dividend  Periods — The  board  of 
directors  may  vary  dividend  periods  for 
differing  share,  share  draft  and  share 
certificate  accounts.  Share  certificate 
accounts  which  mature  between 
dividend  periods  shall  be  entitled  to 
dividends  at  the  rate  declared  for  that 
type  of  certificate  at  the  close  of  the  last 
dividend  period  before  maturity. 

(j)  Dividends  Calculated  on  Par  Value 
or  Actual  Value.  A  Federal  credit  union 
may  calculate  dividends  to  be  paid  on 
share,  share  draft  and  share  certificate 
accounts  either  upon  the  par  value  of 
shares  or  upon  the  actual  value  held  in 
the  accounts. 

(k)  Advertising.  In  addition  to  the 
advertising  requirements  established  in 
Part  740  of  the  Rules  and  Regulations  (12 
CFR  Part  740)  and  elsewhere  in  this 
section,  the  following  rules  shall  apply 
to  every  advertisement,  announcement, 
or  solicitation  relating  to  share,  share 
draft,  and  share  certificate  accounts. 

(l)  Where  a  dividend  rate  is  specified 
or  contracted  for  in  advance; 

(1)  Any  terms  and  conditions 
necessary  to  earn  that  dividend  at  that 
rate  shall  be  stated; 

(ii)  A  clear  and  conspicuous  notice 
shall  be  included  indicating  that  the 
specified  or  contracted  rate  shall  not  be 
paid  if  available  earnings  are 
insufficient.  Such  notice  may  state 
"Federal  regulations  prohibit  payment  of 
dividends  in  excess  of  available 
earnings”; 

(iii)  The  basis  upon  which  dividends 
will  be  paid,  or  if  the  account  or  any 
portion  of  the  account  does  not  qualify 
for  a  dividend,  a  clear  and  conspicuous 
notice  to  that  effect  shall  be  included; 
and 

(iv)  A  clear  and  conspicuous  notice 
stating  that  Federal  regulations  prohibit 
the  compounding  of  dividends  during 
the  qualifying  period  shall  be  included 
in  the  case  of  share  certificates  issued 
pursuant  to  paragraph  (h)(5)  of  this 
section. 

(2)  Where  a  penalty  will  be  imposed 
for  failure  to  comply  with  any  term  or 
condition,  a  clear  and  conspicuous 
notice  shall  be  included.  Such  notice 
may  state  “A  substantial  penalty  is 
required  for  failure  to  comply  with  these 
requirements.” 

(3)  Where  a  percentage  yield  achieved 
by  compounding  dividends  during  one 
year  is  stated,  the  annual  rate  of 


dividends  without  the  effect  of 
compounding  shall  be  stated  with  equal 
prominence,  together  with  a  reference  to 
the  basis  of  compounding  and  the  basis 
for  calculating  dividends  (either  on  par 
value  or  actual  value).  The  percentage 
yield  based  on  the  effect  of  grace 
periods  shall  not  be  stated. 

(1)  Disclosures.  (1)  At  the  time  that  a 
Federal  credit  union  issues  any  share, 
share  draft  or  share  certificate  account, 
the  holder  of  the  account  shall  be 
individually  provided,  to  the  extent 
applicable,  with  a  written  statement 
setting  forth  the  following  which  shall 
be  in  addition  to  any  other  disclosures 
required  by  law  or  regulation: 

(1)  Any  terms  or  conditions  which 
must  be  met  for  the  share,  share  draft  or 
share  certificate  account  to  earn 
dividends  at  a  particular  rate  or  if  the 
account  or  any  portion  of  the  account 
does  not  qualify  for  a  dividend,  a  clear 
and  conspicuous  notice  to  that  effect; 

(ii)  The  basis  of  compounding,  the 
basis  upon  which  dividends  will  be  paid 
and  the  effect  of  premature  withdrawal; 

(iii)  That  Federal  regulations  prohibit 
payment  of  dividends  in  excess  of 
available  earnings,  and  in  the  case  of 
share  certificates  issued  pursuant  to 
paragraph  (h)(5)  of  this  section  which 
are  based  upon  the  discount  rate,  that 
Federal  regulations  prohibit  the 
compounding  of  dividends  during  the 
qualifying  period; 

(iv)  Any  penalty  imposed  for  the 
failure  to  comply  with  any  terms  and 
conditions; 

(v)  Any  provisions  relating  to 
automatic  renewal  of  share  certificate 
accounts; 

(vi)  The  disposition  of  the  funds  in  a 
share  certificate  account  if  it  is  not 
renewed; 

(vii)  Membership  in  the  Federal  credit 
union  will  terminate  upon  maturity  of  a 
share  certificate  account,  unless 
renewed,  if  the  holder  does  not  have  or 
establish  a  share,  share  draft  or  share 
certificate  account  in  addition  to  the 
share  certificate  account  which  is 
maturing; 

(viii)  Applicable  grace  period,  if  any; 
and 

(ix)  That  sixty  days  notice  of 
withdrawal  may  be  imposed  pursuant  to 
the  Federal  Credit  Union  Bylaws. 

(2)  A  Federal  credit  union  need  not 
provide  a  written  disclosure  statement 
in  connection  with  the  renewal  of  an 
existing  account.  Notice  must  be  sent  to 
affected  account  holders  of  any  change 
in  any  provision  required  to  be 
disclosed. 

(3)  A  copy  of  a  standard  disclosure 
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statement  for  each  class  or  type  of 
account  offered  by  a  Federal  credit 
union  shall  be  provided  upon  request.  If 
accounts  other  than  regular  share 
accounts  are  offered,  a  listing  of  the 
accounts  available  shall  be  prominently 
displayed  in  the  Federal  credit  union’s 
offices  and  shall  indicate  that  a  copy  of 
a  standard  disclosure  statement  for  each 
class  or  type  of  account  is  available 
upon  request. 

A  new  Part  761  is  established  to  read 
as  follows: 

PART  761— OPERATIONAL 
PROCEDURES  FOR  SHARE  DRAFT 
PROGRAMS;  FEDERALLY  INSURED 
STATE  CHARTERED  CREDIT  UNIONS 

Sec. 

761.0  Scope. 

761.1  Definitions. 

761.2  Authority. 

Authority:  Sec.  205,  94  Stat.  132  (12  U.S.C. 
1785),  Sec.  120,  73  Stat.  635  (12  U.S.C.  1766) 
and  Sec.  209,  84  Stat.  1104  (12  U.S.C.  1789). 

§  761.0  Scope. 

This  Part  sets  forth  the  procedures 
necessary  for  insured  credit  unions  to 
implement  and  operate  share  draft 
programs. 

§  761.1  Definitions. 

(a)  Share  draft  account  means  an 
account  from  which  the  holder  is 
authorized  to  withdraw  shares  by 
means  of  an  negotiable  or  transferable 
instrument  or  other  order  or  the 
equivalent  of  such  account,  under  state 
law,  as  determined  by  the  Board. 

(b)  Insured  credit  union  means  any 
federally  insured  state  chartered  credit 
union. 

§  761.2  Authority. 

(a)  Insured  credit  unions  may  offer 
share  draft  accounts  consistent  with  the 
requirements  of  this  Part. 

(b)  Any  insured  credit  union  that 
offers  share  draft  accounts  must  comply 
with  applicable  substantive  and 
procedural  rules  governing  the 
implementation  and  operation  of  such 
accounts  as  may  be  promulgated  by  the 
State.  In  the  absence  of  State  law 
specifically  authorizing  share  draft 
accounts,  or  if  such  authority  exists  but 
no  specific  rules  or  regulations  have 
been  promulgated  regulating  the 
implementation  and  operation  of  such 
accounts,  then  §  701.35  of  this  Chapter  is 
applicable,  except  to  the  extent  that  any 
requirement  set  forth  in  §  701.35 
conflicts  with  State  law. 

(FR  Doc.  80-21421  Filed  7-16-80:  8:45  am| 
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SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

17  CFR  Part  249 

[Release  No.  34-16977;  File  No.  S7-844] 

Proposed  Revision  of  Form  U-4,  the 
Uniform  Application  for  Securities  and 
Commodities  Industry  Registration 

AGENCY:  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission. 

action:  Proposed  revision  of  Form  U-4. 

summary:  This  action  proposes  revision 
of  Form  U-4,  the  Uniform  Application 
for  Securities  and  Commodities  Industry 
Registration,  which  will,  among  other 
things,  reflect  the  provisions  of  the 
Securities  Acts  Amendments  of  1975 
(the  “1975  Amendments”).  The  proposed 
revisions  were  developed  and  submitted 
to  the  Commission  by  an  ad  hoc 
committee  of  the  North  American 
Securities  Administrators  Association 
(“NASAA,”  the  organization  of  state 
securities  administrators). 

DATE:  Comments  must  be  received  on  or 
before  August  13, 1980. 

ADDRESSES:  Persons  wishing  to  submit 
written  views,  data  and  comments 
should  file  six  copies  thereof  with 
George  A.  Fitzsimmons,  Secretary, 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20549.  All  submissions 
should  refer  to  File  No.S7-844  and  will 
be  available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
Commission’s  Public  Reference  Room, 
1100  L  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Elizabeth  S.  York,  Division  of  Market 
Regulation,  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission,  500  N.  Capitol  Street, 
Washington,  D.C.  20549,  (202)  272-2376. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  With  a 
view  towards  having  a  revised,  uniform 
Form  U-4  which  is  acceptable  to  the 
states,  the  national  securities 
exchanges,  the  National  Association  of 
Securities  Dealers  and  the  Commission 
in  place  by  the  fall  of  1980,  the 
Commission  herein  is  publishing  for 
comment  the  proposed  revisions  of  the 
form. 

I.  Background 

Form  U-4,  the  Uniform  Application  for 
Securities  and  Commodities  Industry 
Registration,1  is  the  personnel  form 
which  the  Commission  requires  to  be 
filed  by  a  registered  broker  or  dealer 
who  is  not  a  member  of  a  registered 
national  securities  association,  on 
behalf  of  associated  persons  of  such 
broker  or  dealer.  The  present  Form  U-4 
is  also  accepted  as  a  uniform 
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application  form  for  associated  persons 
by  46  states,  all  national  securities 
exchanges  and  the  National  Association 
of  Securities  Dealers,  Inc.  (“NASD”).1 

The  form  was  developed  by  an  ad  hoc 
committee  of  the  North  American 
Securities  Administrators  Association 
(“NASAA,’’  the  organization  of  state  • 
securities  administrators)  which 
included  representatives  from  the 
Commission,  the  NASD,  the  New  York 
Stock  Exchange.  Inc.  (“NYSE”),  and 
other  self-regulatory  organizations.  It 
was  adopted  in  its  present  form  in  1975. 3 

The  form  was  adopted  prior  to  the 
enactment  of  the  Securities  Acts 
Amendments  of  1975  (the  “1975 
Amendments”)  and  therefore  does  not 
reflect  fully  and  accurately  the 
provisions  of  Section  3(a)(39)(D)  and 
(E)  4  and  Section  15(b)(4)(A)5  of  the 
amended  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934  (the  “Act”).  Section  3(a)(39)  of  the 
Act  designates  five  categories  wherein  a 
person  is  subject  to  a  statutory 
disqualification  with  respect  to 
membership  or  participation  in.  or 
association  with  a  member  of,  a  self- 
regulatory  organization.6  Section 
15(b)(4)  of  the  Act  indicates  the  type  of 
conduct  for  which  the  Commission  may 
impose  limitations  upon  a  broker  or 
dealer  and  persons  associated  with  a 
broker  or  dealer.7 

Therefore,  the  NASAA  ad  hoc 
committee  reconvened  to  consider  the 
necessary  revisions  of  the  form.  In 
addition  to  reflecting  the  1975 
Amendments  it  was  apparent  that 
certain  other  revisions  of  Form  U-4, 
both  in  format  and  substance,  were 
appropriate.  For  example,  the  committee 
decided  to  solicit  additional  data  from 
the  applicant  so  that  the  form  could  be 
used  as  a  basis  for  completeing  Item 
10(a)  of  Form  BD  relating  to  statutory 
disqualifications.8 Finally,  certain 
revisions  to  the  form  were  necessary  so 
that  it  would  continue  to  be  accepted  as 


5  In  regard  to  representatives  associated  with 
brokers  or  dealers,  the  term  ''application"  is 
somewhat  inappropriate  since,  unless  a 
disqualifying  condition  exists  or  the  requisite 
examination  requirement  is  not  met,  acceptance  of 
the  form  for  filing  automatically  qualifies  the 
individual 

’Securities  Exchange  Act  Release  No.  11424  (May 
16. 1975).  7  SEC  Docket  2.  [40  FR  30634] 

4 15  U.S.C  78c  (1976). 

5 15  U.S.C.  78o  (1976). 

6  The  substance  of  Section  3(a)(39)(D)  and  (E)  of 
the  Act  is  reflected  in  questions  27B  and  26B  of  the 
appendix  (Proposed  Form  U-4). 

7  The  substance  of  Section  15(b)(4)(A)  of  the  Act 
is  reflected  in  question  27A  of  the  appendix. 

*  An  affirmative  answer  to  those  questions  on 
Form  U-4  relating  to  statutory  disqualifications  will 
alert  a  broker  or  dealer  that  Item  10(a)  of  Form  BD 
must  be  amended  to  reflect  this  information. 
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a  uniform  form  by  the  states  and  the 
self-regulatory  organizations.9 

the  NASAA  ad  hoc  committee 
completed  its  work  on  Form  U-4  in 
February  1980  and  submitted  the  revised 
form  to  the  NASAA  Uniformity 
Committee  in  April  1980. 10 
Subsequently,  the  Uniformity  Committee 
requested  comments  from  the  NASAA 
membership  concerning  the  revised 
form.  j 

In  addition  to  the  comments  of  the 
NASAA  membership,  the  NASAA 
Uniformity  Committee  believes  that  it 
would  be  beneficial  for  the  Board  to 
receive  any  public  reaction  to  the 
revised  form  prior  to  its  adoption  by  the 
Board.  Accordingly,  the  Commission 
herein  is  publishing  for  comment  the 
proposed  revisions  of  Form  U-4. 

II.  The  Proposed  Revised  Form  U-4 

The  overall  structure  of  the  revised 
form  is  similar  to  the  current  form.  The 
first  part  of  the  form  is  to  be  completed 
by  both  the  applicant  and  the  broker  or 
dealer  with  which  the  applicant  will  be 
associated.  It  contains  general 
information  regarding  the  self-regulatory 
organizations  and  jurisdictions  with 
which  the  associated  person  is  to  be 
registered  and  the  identity  of  the 
prospective  employer.  It  also  indicates 
the  capacity  in  which  the  applicant  will 
be  employed  and  whether  or  not  he  or 
she  has  passed  an  examination  for 
registration  or  been  granted  a  waiver  or 
qualified  for  an  exemption. 

The  second  part  of  the  form,  to  be 
completed  by  the  applicant,  contains 
information  concerning  the  person’s 
personal  and  educational  background 
and  business  associations;  a  series  of- 
questions  concerning  any  disciplinary 
proceedings  or  court  actions  brought 
against  such  person;  and  information 
about  criminal  convictions.  The  form 
also  requires  various  certifications  by 
both  the  broker  dr  dealer  and  the 
applicant. 

Several  changes  in  format  have  been 
proposed  in  order  to  improve  clarity  and 
eliminate  duplicative  information.  As 
noted  above,  several  new  questions 
have  been  proposed  in  order  to  include 
information  required  by  the  1975 
Amendments  and  Item  10(a)  of  Form  BD. 
The  revised  Form  U-4  continues  to 


•During  its  April  1980  meeting,  the  NASAA 
membership  approved  the  implementation  of  a 
Central  Registration  Depository  ("CRD"),  to  be 
activated  on  January  1, 1981.  The  initial  focus  of  the 
CRD  is  a  consolidated  nationwide  system  for 
registering  securities  agents.  Therefore,  final 
approval  of  a  revised,  uniform  Form  U-4  is  essential 
to  the  orderly  development  of  the  CRD  program. 

10  The  NASAA  Uniformity  Committee  reports  to 
the  NASAA  President  and  the  NASAA  Board.  The 
NASAA  Board  will  ultimately  approve  a  revised 
Form  U-4  on  behalf  of  the  its  members. 


request  the  information  required  by  Rule 
17a-3(a)(12)  and  therefore  may  be  used 
by  a  broker  or  dealer  to  satisfy  the 
record  retention  requirements  imposed 
by  that  rule.11 

Accordingly,  it  is  proposed  to  amend 
17  CFR  Part  249  by  revising  Form  U-4  of 
§  249.502  as  follows: 

PART  249— FORMS,  SECURITIES 
EXCHANGE  ACT  OF  1934 

§  249.502  Form  U-4,  personnel  form,  to  be 
filed  by  registered  brokers  or  dealers  not 
members  of  a  registered  national  securities 
association,  for  associated  persons  of  such 
brokers  or  dealers. 

The  proposed  form  is  attached  as  the 
appendix. 

fri  order  to  assist  the  Commission  in 
determining  whether  or  not  to  approve 
the  proposed  revised  Form  U-4, 
interested  persons  are  invited  to  submit 
written  comments  on  or  before  August 
18, 1980.  Persons  wishing  to  comment 
should  file  six  (6)  copies  thereof  with  the 
Secretary  of  the  Commission,  500  N. 
Capitol  Street,  Washington,  D.C.  20549. 
Reference  should  be  made  to  File  No. 
S7-844. 

By  the  Commission. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

July  10. 1980. 

BILUNG  CODE  S010-01-M 


"17  CFR  240.17a-3(a)fl2).  Rule  17a-3(a)(12) 
requires  an  associated  person  to  complete  a 
questionnaire  or  application  for  employment  to  be 
approved  by  the  member,  broker  or  dealer.  The 
information  required  by  Rule  17a-3(a)(12)  is  covered 
in  the  background  section  and  several  of  the 
questions  of  Form  U-4.  See,  e.g.,  questions  26F  and 
27C  of  the  appendix. 
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APPENDIX 

UNIFORM  APPLICATION  FOR  SECURITIES  AND  COMMODITIES  INDUSTRY  REGISTRATION 

1.  APPLICANT'S  NAME _ _ _ 

!•*«  First  Full  Middle/Maiden  (if  none,  specify) 

2.  DATE  OF  EMPLOYMENT  _  3.  FIRM  I.D.  NUMBER _ 

4.  FIRM  NAME  _ _ _ _ 

5.  FIRM  MAIN  ADDRESS _ 

6.  OFFICE  OF  EMPLOYMENT  ADDRESS  ,  , _ 

7.  TO  BE  REGISTERED  WITH  THE  FOLLOWING:  (Designate  1,  Initial  Registration;  2,  Trans¬ 
fer  of  Registration) 


ASE _ CBOE _ MSRB _ NYSE 

ACE  CSE  NASD _ PHLX' 

BSE _ MSE  XYFE  PSE  ' 

SECO _  OTHER 


AL  CO  GA  LA  MD  MO  NJ  OH  SC  VT  WY 


AR _ DC _ IL__LA_MN_NV__NC _ PA__TX_WV‘ 

CA_FL_IN__ME__MS__NH__ND  RI  UT  WI 


3.  Will  applicant  maintain  registration  with  another  broker/dealer?  Yes _  No 

If  yes,  complete  the  following: 


Name  of'Firm(s) 


Name  of  Person(s)  Contacted, 


9.  TYPE  OF  APPROVAL  REQUESTED:  (Check  ell  applicable  categories) 


.Pull  Registration/ General  Securities 
.Registered  Commodity  Representative 
.Agent  of  Issuer 

"Investment  Company  and  Variable  Con¬ 
tracts  Products  Representative 
"Municipal  Securities  Representative 
"Direct  Participation  Programs  Repre¬ 
sentative 

"Branch  Office  Manager 
"Supervisory  Analyst 
.Member  (Exchange) 

Approved  Person  (Exchange) 

’Officer  (Title)  _ 


_Sole  Proprietor 

Manager  Office  of  Supervisory  Jurisdiction 
"Financial  and  Operations  Principal 
'Municipal  Securities  Financial  and  Operations 
Principal 

"General  Securities  Principal 
"Municipal  Securities  Principal 
_Allled  Member  >- 

_Dlrect  Participation  Programs  Principal 
’investment  Company  and  Variable  Contracts 
Products  Principal 
"Registered  Options  Principal 
Other  _ 


10.  Applicant  wilToe  designated:  (Answer  only  IF^ippIfcableJ  ~ 


_ Chief  Financial  and  Operations  Principal  Senior  Registered  Options  Principal 

Compliance  Registered  Options  Principal 

11.  Has  applicant  ever  passed  an  exasdnation,  been  granted  a  waiver  or  qualified  for 
exemption  from  an  examination  for  registration  in  any  capacity  with  any  agency, 
jurisdiction,  self-regulatory  organization  or  commission?  If  so,  indicate  below: 
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Reg. 

3ody 

Date 

Type  of  Exam 

3asis 

for 

Waiver (if 

any) 

Reg. 

3ody 

Date 

Type  of  Exam 

Basis 

for 

mi 

any) 

Reg. 

3ody 

Date 

Type  of  Exam 

3asis 

for 

Waiver (if 

any) 

Reg. 

Body 

Date 

Typ«  of  lx am 

3asis 

for 

Waiver (if 

any) 

Reg.  Body  Date  Type  of  Exam Basis  for  Waiver (if  any) 


- 

Name  of  Applicant  (princ  or  type) 

Signature 

Date 

Name  of  Appropriate  Signatory  (print 

or  type)  Signature 

Date 

If  there  is  sn  amendment  to  this  page,  circle  question  auaber(s)  amended. 
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If  chare— 1s  an  amendment  Co  this  page,  circle  question  number (s)  amended. 

PERSONAL  HISTORY 

12.  _ _  13.  _ 

Last  First  Full  Middle/Maiden  (if  none,  specify)  '  Social  Security  Humber 


14. 


15. 


Address 


City 


State 


Zip  Code 


Dace  of  Birth 


16. 


Place  of  Birth 


17. 


18. 


20. 


Heighc  Weight  Hair  Color  Sex  Color  of  Eyes  Identifying  Marks 
19.  _ 


Alias,  if  none,  specify  Marital  Status 


If  married,  full  name  of  Spouse  &  Maiden  Name 


21. 


Father's  Full  Name- 


Mother's  Malden  Name 


22.  Educational  Institutions  Attended  (Exclude  Elementary  School) : 

Name  and  Address  of  Institution  From  To  Day  or  Did  you 

(Street,  City,  State.  Zip  Code)  Mo*.  Yr.  Mo.  Yr.  Course  Evening  Graduate  Degree 


23.  Business  history  for  past  ten  years,  starting  with  your  current  position  i  Including  self- 
employment,  unemployment,  part-time  and  all  military  service.  (Continue  on  separate  sheet) 


Name  of  Employer  and  complete  address  From  To  Full/  Position  Reason  for 


24.  Are  you  currently  engaged  in  any  ocher  business  either  as  proprietor,  partner,  officer, 
director,  trustee,  employee,  agent  or  otherwise?  Yes  No  (If  yes,  explain) 


25. 


Give  all  home  addresses  for  the  past  ten  years  (other  chan  present) 


Address  (Street,  City,  State,  Zip  Code) 

From 

Mo.  Yr. 

To 

Mo.  Yr. 

__J 

— 

I  authorise  and  request  any  and  all  of  ay  former  employers  and  any  ocher  person  to 
furnish  to  the  agency.  Jurisdiction  or  organization  with  which  this  application  is 
being  filed,  or  any  agent  acting  on  its  behalf,  any  information  they  may  have  con¬ 
cerning  my  credit  worthiness,  character,  ability,  business  activlciss,  educational 
background,  general  reputation,  together  with,  in  the  case  of  former  employers,  a 
history  of  ay  employment  by  then  and  the  reasons  for  the  termination  thereof.  More¬ 
over,  I  hereby  release  each  3uch  employer  and  each  such  ocher  person  from  any  and 
all  liability  of  whatever  nature  by  reason  of  furnishing  such  information  to  the 
agency,  jurisdiction  or  organisation  or  any  agent  acting  on  its  behalf. 


Further,  1  recognize  chat  I  may  be  Che  subject  of  an  investigative  consumer  report 
ordered  by  the  agency,  jurisdiction,  or  organization  with  which  this  application  is 
being  filed,  and  chat  I  have  the  right  co  request  complete  and  accurate  disclosure 
by  such  agency,  jurisdiction,  or  organization  of  the  nature  and  scope  of  the  in¬ 
vestigation  requested.  _ _ _ _ 


Nam*  of.  Applicant  (print  or  type)  Signature  Dace 


Name  of  Appropriate  Signatory  (print  or  type)' Signature 
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Ten  Year  lisle  Does  Noe  Apply  Co  Questions  26  through  28. 


IF  THE  ANSWER  TO  ANT  OF  THE  FOLLOWING  QUESTIONS  IS  YES,  ATTACH  COMPLETE  DETAILS: 


26.  Hava  you  avar: 

A.  bean  eha  subject  of  a  major  complaint  or  legal  proceeding?  .  .  . 

B.  been  discharged,  or  requested  or  permitted  to  resign  for  cause?. 

C.  been  refused  coverage  under  a  fidelity  or  surety  bond,  or  has 

any  surety  company  paid  out  any  funds  on  your  coverage  or 
cancelled  such  coverage?  . f  ....  . 

D.  had  a  license,  permit,  certificate,  registration  or  membership 

denied,  suspended,  revolted  or  restricted,  or  had  an  application 
vlthdravn  for  cause? . .  .  .  . 

E.  been  the  subject  of  any  order,  judgement,  decree  or  other 

sanction  of  a  foreign  court,  foreign  exchange,  or  foreign 
governsental  or  regulatory  agency?  . 

F.  been  arrested  or  indicted  for  any  felony  or  misdemeanor  involving 
the  purchase,  sale  or  delivery  of  any  security  or  commodity,  or 
arising  out  of  the  conduct  of  the  business  of  a  broker,  dealer, 
fiduciary,  investment  company,  investment  advisor,  underwriter, 
bank,  crust  company,  Insurance  company  or  ocher  financial  in¬ 
stitution,  or  involving  any  crime  in  which  violence  or  threats  of 
violence  against  any  person,  dishonesty,  wrongful  taking  of 

any  property,  or  any  manner  of  fraud  was  a  factor,  or  involving 
conspiracy  to  commit  any  of  the  foregoing? . . 

G.  been  convicted,  or  pleaded  guilty  or  nolo  contendere  to  any 

felony  or  misdemeanor  except  minor  traffic  offenses?  . 

H.  been  a  principal  or  employee  of  any  firm,  corporation  or 
association  which,  while  you  were  associated  with  it,  was 
convicted  of,  or  pleaded  guilty  or  nolo  contendere  to, 

any  felony  or  misdemeanor? . .  . 

I.  or  has  any  firm,  corporation  or  association  of  which  you  have 
been  a  principal  or  officer  ever  failed  in  business,  made  a 
compromise  with  creditors,  filed  a  bankruptcy  petition  or 

been  declared  bankrupt?  .  ......  . 

27.  While  associated  in  any  capacity  in  the  securities,  commodities, 

investment  advisory,  real  estate,  banking  or  Insurance  industry 

_„or  business  have  you  ever: 

A.  been  found  by  the  Securities  and  Exchange  Coomlsslon  or  in  any 
jurisdiction  willfully  to  have  made  or  caused  to  be  made  any 
statement  which  was,  at  the  time  and  in  the  light  of  the  cir¬ 
cumstances  under  which  it  was  made,  false  or  misleading  with 
respect  to  any  material  fact,  or  to  have  omitted  to  stace  any 
material  fact,  which  vas  required  to  be  stated,  in  any  appli¬ 
cation  for  registration  or  report  required  to  be  filed  under 
the  Federal  securities  laws  or  under  the  securities  laws  of 
any  jurisdiction,  or  in  any  proceeding  before  the  Securities 
and  Exchange  Commission  or  any  jurisdiction  relating  to 
securities,  the  conduct  of  business  or  registration  as  a 
broker,  dealer,  municipal  securities  broker,  dealer,  or 
investment  advisor  or  associated  person  thereof?  . 

3*  willfully  made  or  caused  to  be  made  any  statement  which  vas, 
at  the  time  and  in  the  light  of  the  circumstances  under  which 
it  vas  made,  false  and  misleading  with  respect  to  any  material 
fact,  or  omitted  to  state  any  material  fact,  which  was  required 
to  be  stated,  in  any  application  for  membership  or 
participation  in,  or  to  become  associated  with  a  member  of, 
a  self-regulatory  organization,  in  any  report  required  to 
be  filed  with  a  self-regulatory  organisation,  or  in  any 
proceeding  before  a  self-regulatory  organization?  . 

C.  had  any  temporary  or  permanent  Injunction  or  administrative 
order  entered  against  you  or  any  broker,  dealer,  investment 
advisor,  municipal  securities  broker  or  dealer,  bank  or  com¬ 
modities  firm  vlth  vhlch  you  vere  associated  in  any  capacity  at 
the  time  such  injunction  was  entered?  .  .  . 


Yes  No 

Yes _ No' 

Yes _ No, 

Yes _  No, 

Yes  No 


Yes _ No. 

Yes  No 


Yes  No 


Yes  No 


Yes  No 


Name  of  Applicant  (Print  or  Type) 

Signature 

Date 

Name  of  Appropriate  Signatory  (print  or  type) 

Signature 

Tate 

If  there  is  an  amendment  to  this  page,  circle  question  number (a)  amended. 
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(If  there  is  an  amendment  to  thla  page,  circle  question  number (s)  amended.) 

D.  been  associated  in  any  capacity  with  any  broker,  dealer, 
municipal  securities  broksr  or  dealer,  investment  advisor 
or  conaodlty  firs  which  was  suspended,  expelled  or  had  its 
registration  denied  or  revoked  by  any  agency.  Jurisdiction  f 


or  organization? . . . .  Yes  So 

E.  been  found  to  be  the  cause  of  any  action  cited  in  27D? . Yes  So 


F.  been  associated  as  an  officer,  a  director,  a  general  partner, 

or  an  owner  of  10  percentum  or  more  of  the  voting  securities  in,  or 

a  person  who,  directly  or  indirectly,  through  agreement  or  otherwise, 

exercised  or  had  power  to  exercise  a  controlling  influence 

over  the  management  or  policies  of  a  broker,  dealer  or  municipal 

securities  dealer  which  had  been  adjudicated  '.^nkrupt  or  for 

which  a  trustee  has  besn  appointed  pursuant  to  tha  Securities 

Investor  Protection  Act  of  1970?  .  . . . Yes _ So. 

28.  Are  you  currently: 

A.  the  subject  of  any  unsatisfied  judgements  or  liens?  .  Yes  So. 

B.  associated  in  any  endeavor  related  directly  or  indirectly 

to  business  or  financial  activities  with  any  person  whoa  70U 

know,  or  in  the  exercise  of  reasonable  care  should  know,  to 

be  subject  to  a  statutory  disqualification? . .  .  Yes  So. 

C.  the  subject  of  any  investigation  or  proceeding,  or  have  you 
ever  been  the  subject  of  discipline  or  found  to  have  violated 
or  to  have  aided,  abetted,  counselled,  commanded,  induced  or 
procured  the  violation  of  any  law,  rule  or  regulation  by 

any  national  securities,  commodities  or  banking  agency  or 

jurisdiction,  any  national  securities  exchange,  registered 

securities  association  or  clearing  agency  or  by  any  ocher 

agency  or  Jurisdiction? . . . Yes  So. 
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THE  FOLLOWING  SHOULD  BE  READ  VERY  CAREFULLY  BY  THE  APPLICANT 

(1)  I  hereby  certify  Chet  I  heve  read  and  understand  the  foregoing  statements  and  that 
ary  reaponaea  are  erue  and  complete  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge. 

(2)  I  hereby  apply  for  registration  with  the  organizations  and  states  Indicated  In 

Question  7  and.  In  consideration  of  such  organizations  and  states  receiving 

and  considering  my  application,  I  submit  myself  to  the  jurisdiction  of  such  states 

and  organizations  and  hereby  certify  that  I  have  read,  understand  and  agree  to 

abide  by,  comply  with,  and  adhere  to  all  the  provisions,  conditions  and  covenants 
of  the  statutes,  constitutions,  certificates  of  Incorporation,  by-laws  and  rules 
and  regulations  of  the  states  and  organizations  as  they  are  and  may  be  adopted, 
changed  or  amended  from  time  to  time,  and  I  agree  to  comply  with,  be  subject  to 
and  abide  by  all  such  requirements  and  all  rulings,  orders,  directives  and 
decisions  of,  and  penalties,  prohibitions  and  limitations  imposed  by  such  states 
and  organizations,  •wLJect  to  right  of  appeal  as  provided  by  law;  and  I  agree 
Chat  any  decision  of  such  states  and  organizations  as  to  the  results  of  any 
exaaination(s)  that  I  may  be  required  to  pass  will  be  accepted  by  me  as  final. 

(3)  I  further  egree  that  neither  the  states  or  organizations  nor  their  officers, 
employees,  and  others  acting  on  their  behalf  shall  be  liable  to  me  for  action 
taken  or  omitted  to  be  taken  in  official  capacity  or  In  the  scope  of  employment, 
except  as  otherwise  provided  in  the  statutes,  constitutions,  certificates  of 
Incorporation,  by-laws  or  the  rules  and  regulations  of  such  states  and  organi¬ 
zations. 

(A)  I  authorize  the  states  and  organizations  to  make  available  to  any  employer  or 
prospective  employer,  or  to  any  federal,  state  or  municipal  agency,  or  any 
securities  or  commodities  industry  self-regulatory  organization  any  Information 
they  may  have  concerning  me;  and 

(3)  I  release  the  states  and  organizations,  their  employees  and  agents,  from  any 
and  all  liability  of  whatever  nature  by  reason  of  furnishing  such  information. 

I  likewise  release  any  employer,  former  employer,  their  employees  and  authorized 
agents  from  any  liability  whatever  for  furnishing  such  Information  to  the  states 
and  organizations. 

(6)  I  certify  to  arbitrate  any  dispute  I  may  have  that  Is  required  to  be  arbitrated 
In  accordance  with  the  arbitration  rules,  constitutions,  or  by-laws  of  the  organ¬ 
izations  with  which  I  reglstar. 

(7)  I,  the  undersigned,  for  the  purpose  of  complying  with  the  laws  of  the  State(s) 

I  have  designated  In  Item  7  relating  to  either  the  registration  or  sale  of 
securities  or  commodities,  hereby  Irrevocably  appoint  the  administrator,  of 
each  of  chose  State(s),  or  such  ocher  person  designated  by  law,  and  Che 
successors  in  such  office,  ay  attorney  la  said  Scate(s)  upon  whom  may  be 
served  any  notice,  process  of  pleading  In  any  action  or  proceeding  against 

me  arising  out  of  or  In  connection  with  the  offer  or  sale  of  securities  or 
commodities,  or  out  of  the  violation  or  alleged  violation  of  the  aforesaid  laws 
of  said  Scate(s)  and  I  do  hereby  consent  that  any  such  action  or  proceeding 
against  me  may  be  cosnenced  In  any  court  of  competent  Jurisdiction  and  proper 
venue  within  said  Scace(s)  by  service  of  process  upon  said  appointee  with  the 
same  effect  as  If  I  was  a  resident  In  said  State  and  had  lawfully  been  served 
with  process  in  said.  State (s) .  It  Is  requested  that  a  copy  of  any  notice, 
process  or  pleading  served  hereunder  be  mailed  to  me  at  my  residence. 


Dace 


NOTARIZATION  OF  APPLICANT'S  SIGNATURE 


Signature  of  Applicant 


.  Dace  Signature  of  Vlcness 

(Witness  must  be  either  a  partner  of  the  firm,  officer  of  the  corporation,  branch 
offlca  manager,  or  authorized  employee.  Please  indiesce  which). 


STATS  OF  _ 

County  _____________________  ss: 

Subscribed  and  sworn  before  me  this  _  day  of  A.D. .  19 


Notary  Public 

My  commission  expires  County  of  State  of  _ 
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To  chc  best  of  my  knowledge  and  belief,  the  applicant  is  currently  bonded  and,  at  the 
time  of  approval,  will  b«  familiar  with  the  scacute(s),  constitution(s)  and  rules  of 
the  agency,  jurisdiction  or  organization  with  which  this  application  is  being  filed, 
and  che  rules  governing  registered  persons,  and  will  be  fully  qualified  for  the  position 
for  which  application  is  being  made  herein.  I  agree  that,  notwithstanding  chi  approval 
of  such  agancy.  Jurisdiction  or  organization  which  hereby  is  requested,  I  will  not 
employ  the  applicant  in  the  capacity  stated  herein  without  first  receiving  the  approval 
of  any  authority  which  nay  be  required  by  law.  This  firm  has  communicated  with  all  the 
previous  employers  of  the  applicant  during  the  pest  three  yeers,  as  sec  forth  below: 


EMPLOYER 

NAME  AND 

POSITION  OF 

PERSON  CONTACTED 

EMPLOYED 

FROM  TO 

CONTACTED  BY 

PHONE, LLZTTER 

OR  INTERVIEW 

In  addition,  I  have  taken  appropriate  steps  to  verify  the  statements  contained  in  this 
application  and  to  inquire  into  the  past  record  and  reputation  of  Che  applicant. 


Dace  Print  Name  of  Appropriate  Signatory  Signature  of  Appropriate  Signatory 
BILLING  CODE  8010-01-C 
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General  Instructions — U-4 

1.  All  information  must  be  typed  or 
neatly  printed  in  BLACK  INK. 

2.  Initial  application  must  have 
original  signatures  of  applicant  and 
signatory  on  all  pages.  Each  amended 
page  must  have  an  original  signature  of 
applicant  and  appropriate  signatory.  All 
required  signatures  must  be  originals;  * 
mechanical  reproductions  of  signatures 
will  not  be  accepted. 

3.  All  questions  on  the  form  must  be 
answered  unless  specifically  directed 
otherwise.  Failure  to  do  so  will  cause 
the  agency,  jurisdiction  or  organization 
to  which  the  form  is  sent  to  return  it 
unprocessed  and  thus  delay  registration 
and  increase  cost; 

4.  Applicant  must  use  all  space 
provided  on  the  form  before  using 
attachment  sheet.  Space  permitting,  the 
answers  to  more  than  one  question  may 
appear  on  an  attachment  sheet,  so  long 
as  the  questions  are  clearly  identified. 

Be  certain  the  name  of  both  the 
applicant  and  the  appropriate  signatory 
appear  on  every  attachment  sheet. 

5.  For  the  purposes  of  this  form,  the 
term  “agency”  means  any  regulatory 
body  of  the  Federal  Government  (e.g., 

The  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission). 

6.  For  the  purposes  of  this  form,  the 
term  “jurisdiction”  means  a  state,  a 
territory,  the  District  of  Columbia,  the 
Commonwealth  of  Puerto  Rico,  a 
province  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada  or 
any  subdivision  or  regulatory  body 
thereof. 

7.  For  the  purposes  of  this  form,  the 
terms  “self-regulatory  organization”  or 
“organization”  mean  any  national 
securities  and  commodities  exchange, 
any  registered  national  securities 
association  (e.g.,,  the  NASD),  or  any 
registered  clearing  agency. 

8.  All  information  required  by  Form 
U-4  must  be  submitted  on  the  officially 
prescribed  form,  or  mechanical 
reproduction  thereof.  All  pages 
containing  this  information  may  be 
mechanically  reproduced  by  any  method 
producing  clear,  legible  copies  of 
identical  type  size. 

Instructions 

Question  No.  1.  Fill  in  applicant’s  full 
legal  name. 

Question  No.  2.  Give  date  applicant 
first  started  employment  with  the 
member  firm. 

Question  No.  3.  Give  the  firm’s 
computerized  NASD  identification 
number  (if  known  and  applicable). 

Questions  Nos.  4  and  5.  Give  complete 
name  of  your  organization  and  the 
address  of  the  firm’s  main  office 
(including  zip  code). 


Question  No.  6.  Give  address  of  the 
office  in  which  applicant  will  be 
employed. 

Question  No.  7.  Indicate  all  applicable 
registrations  using  the  following  codes: 

1.  Initial  Registration — First  time 
registering  with  agency,  jurisdiction  or 
organization 

2.  Transfer — When  applicant  transfers 
registration  from  one  firm  to  another 

Question  No.  8.  If  applicant  is  to  be 
registered  simultaneously  with  two  or 
more  broker/dealers,  check  “yes”  and 
indicate  the  other  firm(s)  and  authorized 
person(s)  contacted  to  verify 
employment  and  acceptance  of  dual 
registration. 

Question  No.  9.  Since  the  applicant 
could  be  classified  in  more  than  one 
category,  be  certain  to  check  all 
applicable  boxes  (e.g.,  the  applicant 
could  be  applying  as  a  registered 
representative,  vice  president  and 
branch  office  manager).  Consult  the 
rules  and  statutes  of  the  appropriate 
exchange,  association  and/or  / 

jurisdiction.  If  the  position  applied  for 
does  not  appear,  check  the  box  marked 
“other”  and  specify  position. 

Question  No.  10.  If  the  applicant  will 
be  qualified  and  designated  as  either  the 
Chief  Financial  Options  Principal  or 
Senior  Registered  Options  Principal,  or 
both,  or  Compliance  Registered  Options 
Principal,  indicate  in  this  area. 

Question  No.  11.  Furnish  the 
requested  details  if  the  answer  to  any 
part  of  this  question  is  “Yes.” 

Question  No.  12.  Fill  in  applicant’s  full 
legal  name. 

Question  No.  13.  If  federal  law  does 
not  require  you  to  have  a  social  security 
record,  such  as  foreign  nationals 
working  in  foreign  offices,  write  “Not 
Applicable — Foreign  National.” 

Question  No.  14.  This  should  be  your 
CUP  RENT  legal  address.  If  you  expect 
to  move  within  three  months  from  the 
date  on  which  the  application  is 
submitted  and  know  the  new  address, 
give  the  new  address  on  a  separate 
attachment  or  notify  the  agency, 
jurisdiction  or  organization  with  which 
you  are  registering  immediately  after  the 
new  address  is  known. 

Question  No.  15.  Give  full  date: 

Month,  day,  year. 

Question  No.  16.  Give  city  and  State. 

If  bom  outside  the  U.S.,  give  city  and 
country. 

Question  No.  17.  Give  complete 
physical  description  of  applicant. 

Question  No.  18.  Include  any  names 
by  which  you  are  or  have  been  known, 
other  than  your  current  legal  name.  This 
would  include  any  nicknames  by  which 
you  have  been  known  since  adulthood. 


Question  No.  19.  Give  current  marital 
status:  Single,  married,  divorced, 
separated  or  widowed. 

Question  No.  20.  Give  either  FULL 
name  of  husband  or  FULL  name  of  wife 
including  her  maiden  name.  Do  not  use 
nicknames  or  aliases. 

Question  No.  21.  Give  FULL  maiden 
name  of  mother  and  FULL  name  of 
father.  Do  not  use  nicknames. 

Question  No.  22.  Give  a  complete  list 
of  schools  attended,  dates  of 
attendance,  major  courses  taken,  day  or 
evening  classes  (or  both),  type  of  degree 
awarded  (if  applicable).  Do  not  list  pre- 
high  school  education  unless  it  was  the 
last  school  attended. 

Question  No.  23.  Show  all 
employment,  self-employment  and 
military  service  for  the  last  ten  years.  Be 
certain  to  include  dates  of  employment, 
and  the  full  names  and  addresses  of  all 
previous  employers.  All  time  for  the 
previous  ten  years  must  be  accounted 
for. 

Question  No.  24.  The  following 
information  should  be  furnished: 

1.  The  full  name  and  address  of  the 
business, 

2.  the  nature  of  the  business, 

3.  your  title  or  position, 

4.  a  brief  description  of  your  duties, 

5.  the  amount  of  time  you  devote  to 
the  business, 

6.  whether  it  is  during  securities 
trading  business  hours. 

Question  No.  25.  List  all  home 
addresses  for  the  last  ten  years.  Please 
do  not  give  post  office  boxes. 

Question  No.  26  (A-I).  For  each 
question  answered  “Yes,"  supply  the 
following  information: 

1.  Who  was  involved, 

2.  When  it  happened, 

3.  What  the  circumstances  were,  in 
your  own  words, 

4.  What  the  final  determination  was,  if 
any, 

5.  A  copy  of  any  applicable 
documents. 

Question  No.  27.  A.  For  each  question 
answered  "Yes,”  supply  the  following 
information: 

1.  Who  was  involved, 

2.  When  it  happened, 

3.  What  the  circumstances  were,  in 
your  own  words, 

4.  What  the  final  determination  was,  if 
any, 

5.  A  copy  of  any  applicable 
documents. 

B.  If  answered  “Yes,”  give  complete 
details  of  the  circumstances  surrounding 
the  misstatement.  Include  specific 
details  such  as  the  parties  involved  and 
dates,  and  attach  a  copy  of  any 
proceeding  regarding  the  finding  of  a 
misstatement. 
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C.  If  answered  “Yes,"  give  complete 
details  of  the  circumstances  surrounding 
the  misstatement.  Include  specific 
details  such  as  the  parties  involved  and 
dates. 

Question  No.  27  (D-F).  For  each 
question  answered  “Yes,”  supply  the 
following  information: 

1.  Who  was  involved, 

2.  When  it  happened, 

3.  What  the  circumstances  were,  in 
your  own  words, 

4.  What  the  final  determination  was,  if 
any, 

5.  A  copy  of  any  applicable 
documents. 

Question  No.  28.  A.  Give  complete 
details  including  dates,  city,  State,  court, 
docket  number  and  an  explanation  of 
the  circumstances  in  your  own  words. 
Attach  a  cop$  of  the  judgement  if 
available. 

B.  If  answered  "Yes,”  indicate  the 
name  of  the  person  and  give  complete 
details  of  the  circumstances  surrounding 
your  association  with  that  person. 

(a)(b)(c)(d)(e)  of  Section  3(a)(39)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934 
indicates  when  a  person  is  subject  to  a 
statutory  disqualification. 

C.  If  answered  “Yes,”  supply  the 
following  information: 

1.  Who  was  involved, 

2.  When  it  happened, 

3.  What  the  circumstances  were,  in 
your  own  words, 

4.  What  the  final  determination  was,  if 
any, 

5.  A  copy  of  the  documents,  if 
available. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21324  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission 

18  CFR  Parts  271,  273  and  274 

[Docket  No.  RM80-38] 

High-Cost  Natural  Gas  Produced  From 
Wells  Drilled  in  Deep  Water 

Issued  July  11, 1980 

AGENCY:  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking. 

summary:  The  Commission  gives  notice 
that  it  proposes  to  adopt  regulations 
under  section  107(c)(5)  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978  to  establish  as 
high-cost  gas  certain  gas  produced  in 
deep  water  and  to  set  an  incentive  price 
for  such  gas.  The  primary  qualification 
for  the  gas  under  the  proposal  is  that  it 
be  produced  from  acreage  submerged  at 
water  depths  of  500  feet  or  greater.  The 


proposed  price  is  150  percent  of  the 
otherwise  applicable  maximum  lawful 
price. 

date:  Written  comments  are  due  by 
August  11, 1980. 

ADDRESS:  Office  of  the  Secretary, 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
825  North  Capitol  Street,  N.E., 
Washington,  D.C.  Reference  Docket  No. 
RM80-38. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Vic  Zabel,  Office  of  Pipeline  and 
Producer  Regulation,  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  Room  0100- 
C,  825  North  Capitol  Street,  NE., 
Washington,  D.C.  20428,  (202)  357- 
8557;  or 

Colette  Bohatch,  Office  of  the  General 
Counsel,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  Room  8100-B,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  (202)  357-8140. 

/.  Introduction 

The  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission  (Commission)  proposes  in 
this  rulemaking  to  establish  as  high-cost 
gas  certain  gas  produced  in  deep  water 
and  to  set  an  incentive  price  for  such 
gas.  The  primary  qualification  for  the 
gas  as  the  rule  is  proposed  is  that  it  be 
produced  from  acreage  submerged  at 
water  depths  of  500  feet  or  greater.  The 
proposed  rule  not  only  identifies  the 
submerged  acreage  which  qualifies 
under  the  rule  but  also  describes  the 
application  requirements  and 
procedures  for  obtaining  a  well  category 
determination. 

II.  Background 

The  Commission  is  authorized 
pursuant  to  section  107(b)  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978  (NGPA) 1  (15 
U.S.C.  §  3317)  to  prescribe  a  maximum 
lawful  price  necessary  to  provide 
reasonable  incentives  for  the  production 
of  gas  which  the  Commission 
determines,  under  section  107(c)(5),  to 
be  high-cost  gas.  Five  categories  of  high- 
cost  gas  are  described  in  section  107(c) 2; 


1  Section  107(b)  provides  that 

The  Commission  may,  by  rule  or  order,  prescribe 
a  maximum  lawful  price,  applicable  to  any  first  sale 
of  any  high-cost  natural  gas,  which  exceeds  the 
otherwise  applicable  maximum  lawful  price  to  the 
extent  that  such  special  price  is  necessary  to 
provide  reasonable  incentives  for  the  production  of 
such  high-cost  natural  gas. 

’Section  107(c)  (15  U.S.C.  §  3317)  reads  as 
follows: 

For  purposes  of  this  section,  the  term  "high-cost 
natural  gas”  means  natural  gas  determined  in 
accordance  with  section  503  to  be — 

(1)  produced  from  any  well  the  surface  drilling  of 
which  began  on  or  after  February  19, 1977,  if  such 
production  is  from  a  completion  location  which  is 
located  at  a  depth  of  more  than  15,000  feet; 

(2)  produced  from  geopressured  brine; 

(3)  occluded  natural  gas  produced  from  coal 
seams; 


four  of  these  categories,  subparagraph 
(c)(1)  through  (4),  have  been  deregulated 
in  accordance  with  section  121.*  The 
identification  and  pricing  of  gas  which  is 
covered  by  the  fifth  category  is  left  to 
the  discretion  of  the  Commission. 

In  a  Notice  of  Inquiry,  issued  on  June 
13, 1979,  regarding  implementation  of 
section  107  (b)  and  (c),4  the  Commission 
requested,  in  part,  that  the  public 
suggest  categories  of  gas  which  might 
qualify  under  section  107(c)(5)  for  an 
incentive  price.  After  reviewing  the 
comments  received,  the  Commission 
established  a  rulemaking  to  consider 
whether  gas  produced  from  tight 
formations  was  qualified  for  an 
incentive  price.  The  tight  formation 
rulemaking  is  presently  in  the  final  stage 
of  development.*  In  this  rulemaking,  also 
an  outgrowth  of  the  Notice  of  Inquiry, 
the  Commission  is  considering  whether 
gas  produced  in  deep  water  is  qualified 
for  an  incentive  price  and,  if  so,  what 
that  price  should  be. 

As  we  have  learned  from  the  tight 
formation  rulemaking,  setting  technical 
parameters  for  the  qualified  gas  is  a 
process  over-shadowed  in  difficulty  only 
by  the  economic  analysis  which  is 
necessary  to  arrive  at  an  appropriate 
incentive  price.  Here  too,  we  are 
initiating  a  similar  process  for 
consideration  of  deep-water  gas.  The 
following  discussion,  which  outlines  our 
approach  describes  the  most  significant 
features  of  the  proposed  rule  and 
discusses  the  outstanding  issues  on 
which  we  encourage  the  public  to 
comment. 

III.  Summary  of  the  Proposed  Rule 

The  proposed  rule  provides  an 
incentive  price  of  150%  of  the  otherwise 
applicable  maximum  lawful  price  for  gas 
produced  in  deep  water.  Under  the 
proposal,  “deep-water  gas"  is  defined  as 
gas: 

(1)  which  is  produced  from  a  well  the 
surface  drilling  of  which  began  on  or 
after  May  28, 1980; 

(2)  which  is  produced  from  qualified 
submerged  acreage;  and 

(3)  for  the  first  sale  of  which  a 
negotiated  contract  price  is  in  effect. 

The  Commission  proposes  to  identify 
qualifying  submerged  acreage  by 
reference  to  the  500-foot  contour  line 


(4)  produced  from  Devonian  shale;  and 

(5)  produced  under  such  other  conditions  as  the 
Commission  determines  to  present  extraordinary 
risks  or  costs. 

3  Section  121  provides  for  price  deregulation  of 
high-cost  gas  described  in  section  107(c)(1)  through 
(4)  on  the  effective  date  of  the  incremental  pricing 
rule,  which  was  November  1, 1979. 

‘Docket  No.  RM79-14,  44  Fed.  Reg.  34969. 

3  See.  “Interim  Rule  and  Request  for  Further 
Comment,"  Docket  No.  RM79-76,  issued  February 
20, 1980. 
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indicated  on  maps  published  and 
maintained  by  the  National  Oceanic  and 
Atmospheric  Administration  of  the 
Department  of  Commerce.  Any  blocks 
leased  by  the  Department  of  the  Interior 
which  straddle  or  are  seaward  of  the 
500-foot  contour  would  be  qualified 
acreage.  The  qualification  of  blocks  will 
eliminate  the  necessity  for  an  applicant 
to  verify  water  depth  on  a  well-by-well 
basis.  Consequently,  gas  produced  from 
such  acreage  will  meet  the  qualified 
acreage  requirement  regardless  of  the 
exact  water  depth  of  a  specific  well. 

IV.  Issues 

Several  comments  regarding  deep¬ 
water  gas  were  submitted  by  the  public 
in  response  to  the  Notice  of  Inquiry 
referred  to  above. 

A.  Water  Depth  and  Necessary 
Incentive  Price. 

All  the  commenters  agreed  that 
production  of  gas  from  submerged 
acreage  becomes  more  costly  as 
offshore  production  operations  move 
seaward;  i.e.,  the  deeper  the  water,  the 
greater  the  costs  and  risks.  Commenters 
recommended  a  range  of  depths  from 
250  to  500  feet  for  which  costs  and  risks 
begin  to  escalate  rapidly  because  ■ 
specially  designed  exploratory  vessels, 
drilling  and  production  platforms,  and 
other  equipment  are  required.  Some  of 
the  special  design  considerations  noted 
were  weather  conditions,  ocean 
currents,  water  surface  conditions,  and 
topography  of  the  seabed. 

Guidance  regarding  appropriate  water 
depth  is  found  also  in  the  legislative 
history  of  the  NGPA.  The  NGPA 
Conference  Report  states  as  follows: 

The  Commission  may  determine  that 
natural  gas  produced  from  submerged 
acreage  located  beneath  more  than  500 
feet  of  water  [qualifies]  as  natural  gas 
produced  under  such  conditions  as 
present  extraordinary  risks  or  costs.  H. 
Rept.  No.  95-1752,  95th  Cong.,  2d  Sess. 

87  (1978). 

Based  upon  the  Conferees’  suggestion 
and  the  comments  submitted  by  the 
public,  we  have  tentatively  concluded 
that  the  500-foot  water  depth  is  an 
appropriate  starting  point  for  public 
discussion. 

Although  the  costs  and  risks  of  gas 
production  generally  escalate  as 
offshore  operations  move  seaward,  the 
Commission  must  specifically  determine 
the  depth  at  which  costs  and  risks  reach 
the  point  where  higher  incentive  prices 
are  necessary  to  stimulate  increased 
drilling  activity. 

The  Commission  has  arrived  at  a 
preliminary  conclusion  that  because 
some  gas  is  already  being  produced  in 
water  depths  less  than  500  feet  an 
incentive  price  is  not  necessary  to 


stimulate  production  in  the  shallower 
depths.  Gas  production  has  not  been 
developed  to  any  great  extent  beyond 
the  500-foot  depth,  even  though 
technology  has  provided  equipment  and 
platforms  designed  to  function  in  water 
depths  greater  than  500  feet.  Offshore 
production  operations  which  have  been 
established  beyond  this  depth 
predominantly  produce  oil.  We  believe 
that  gas  production,  like  oil  production, 
can  also  be  stimulated  beyond  the  500- 
foot  water  depth  if  it  is  afforded  an 
appropriate  price  incentive. 

The  Commission  needs  to  obtain  data, 
however,  to  determine  what  price  is 
necessary  to  compensate  producers  for 
the  costs  and  risks  associated  with 
producing  gas  beyond  the  500-foot 
depth.  Although  we  have  preliminarily 
proposed  the  500-foot  water  depth  as  the 
cut-off,  we  will  consider  suggestions,  if 
supported  by  adequate  documentation 
that  another  depth  may  be  more 
appropriate  under  this  rule. 

The  Commission  has  several  options 
in  selecting  a  final  depth:  we  could  ' 
establish  a  specific  depth  such  as  the 
proposed  500-foot  depth  and  set  a  single 
incentive  price  or  we  could  establish 
several  depths  and  provide  a  graduated 
incentive  price  for  each  depth.  We 
request  comment  on  these  alternatives 
and,  with  reference  to  the  single  depth 
and  price,  inquire  whether,  for  example 
a  300  foot  rather  than  a  500  foot  cut-off 
would  be  more  appropriate,  and  if  so, 
what  incentive  price  should  be  applied. 
Specifically,  the  Commission  invites  the 
submission  of  data  which  demonstrates 
the  extent  to  which  costs  increase  as 
water  depths  increase. 

In  making  these  decisions,  we  must 
not  only  consider  whether  there  are 
extraordinary  costs  or  risks  associated 
with  production,  but  must  also 
determine  the  extent  to  which  a  special 
price  is  "necessary  to  provide 
reasonable  incentives”  for  production  of 
the  category  of  gas  in  question. 

Several  bases  for  establishing 
incentive  prices  were  suggested  by 
commenters.  Some  proposed  pegging  the 
price  of  deep-water  gas  to  the  prices  for 
alternative  fuels  displaced  by  the  use  of 
such  gas.  Others  proposed  tying  the 
maximum  lawful  price  to  the  section  102 
price.  Various  pricing  approaches,  such 
as  stairstep,  area  rate,  and  variable  rate 
were  also  suggested. 

The  Commission  has  considered 
several  approaches  for  establishing 
incentive  prices  under  section  107(c)(5). 
Such  approaches  include  comparing 
relative  costs  of  the  various  categories 
of  gas,  determining  the  supply  response 
which  can  be  expected  at  various  prices, 
establishing  a  fixed  premium  over  the 
otherwise  applicable  maximum  lawful 


price,  or  establishing  the  price  based  on 
policy  considerations,  for  example, 
indexing  it  to  the  commodity  value  of 
gas. 

The  statute  does  not  fully  describe  the 
Commission’s  responsibilities  in 
establishing  an  incentive  price. 

However,  some  guidance  as  to  the 
statutory  standard  for  price  justification 
is  provided  in  the  Conference  Report 
accompanying  the  NGPA  which  states 
that  the  incentive  prices  need  not  be 
“cost-based  in  nature,  and  do  not 
require  cost  justification.”  H.  Rept.  No. 
95-1752,  95th  Cong.  2d  Sess.,  88  (1978). 
This  statement  implies  that  the  prices 
established  by  the  Commission  for 
highcost  gas  need  not  be  based  on  costs 
in  the  sense  of  conventional  public 
utility  ratemaking.  Clearly,  the 
Commission  has  the  authority  to  exceed 
both  a  cost-based  price  and  the 
otherwise  applicable  maximum  lawful 
price  in  satisfying  the  statutory  standard 
for  price  justification.  The  Commission 
requests  that  comments  address  what 
approach  the  Commission  should  take  in 
formulating  an  incentive  price  ceiling. 

The  Commission  also  requests  that 
data  be  submitted  that  will  indicate  the 
relative  costs  of  producing  from  deep 
water  compared  to  shallower  waters.  As 
we  stated  in  the  interim  rule  on  tight 
formations,  we  believe  that 
consideration  of  costs  is  relevant,  if  not 
a  prerequisite,  to  establishing  a  price 
“necessary”  to  create  “reasonable” 
incentives  for  gas  production,  because 
the  price  must  exceed  anticipated  costs 
in  order  to  provide  an  incentive  for 
production.® 

For  purposes  for  this  proposal,  the 
Commission  has  preliminarily  concluded 
that  the  incentive  price  for  gas  drilled 
from  500  feet  of  water  should  provide  a 
50%  premium  above  the  incentive  price 
otherwise  permitted  by  Congress. 7  This 
ceiling  reflects  information  received  in 
the  context  of  another  proceeding  that 
the  relative  costs  of  drilling  for  gas  in 
deep  water  are  approximately  one  and  a 
half  times  higher  than  of  the  costs  of 
drilling  in  shallower  water  depths.® 
While  the  Commission  does  not  intend 
that  the  incentive  price  match  only  the 
costs  associated  with  developing  such 
gas,  it  must  be  able  to  compare  relative 
costs  to  determine  whether  the  50% 

'See,  "Interim  Rule  and  Request  for  Further 
Comments,"  Docket  No.  RM79-76,  issued  February 
20, 1980,  mimeo.,  pp.  38-44. 

7  Gas  which  qualifies  for  the  incentive  price  under 
this  proposed  rule  is  currently  subject  either  to  the 
section  102  or  104  maximum  lawful  price. 

'Sun  Gas  Company  filed  with  the  Commission  a 
1975  study  of  the  comparative  costs  of  drilling  in 
various  water  depths.  Sun  concluded  that  the  costs 
of  drilling  in  deeper  water  were  150%  more 
expensive  than  drilling  in  shallower  water.  Docket 
No.  RM75-14  (filed  May  23, 1975). 
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premium  over  the  otherwise  applicable 
maximum  lawful  price  is  necessary. 

Gas  which  qualifies  for  the  incentive 
price  under  this  proposed  rule  is 
currently  subject  to  section  102  or  104. 
The  proposed  rule  may  have  a  different 
impact  upon  gas  production  depending 
upon  its  otherwise  applicable  price 
category  and  the  stage  of  lease 
development.  Production  of  gas  from 
submerged  acreage  which  has  not  yet 
been  leased  will  receive  little 
stimulation  from  this  rule.  This  gas  is 
covered  by  section  102(c)(1)(A)  for 
which  the  price  will  be  deregulated  in 
1985  in  accordance  with  section 
121(a)(1).  Judging  from  the  lag  time 
between  lease  sale  and  inception  of 
production,  this  gas  will  probably  not  be 
available  for  delivery  until  at  least  the 
mid  1980’s  at  which  time  its  price  will  be 
deregulated.  For  these  reasons,  we  do 
not  anticipate  that  this  rule  will  result  in 
a  stimulation  of  gas  production  from 
such  acreage. 

We  anticipate  some  impact  upon  the 
following  three  categories  of  OCS  gas. 
The  first  category  would  include  gas 
from  newly  drilled  wells  on  presently 
existing  “new”  leases,  i.e.,  leases 
entered  into  after  April  20, 1977,  as 
defined  in  section  2(9).  This  gas  is  priced 
in  accordance  with  section  102(c)(1)(A) 
for  which  the  price  will  be  deregulated 
in  1985.  The  second  category  would 
include  gas  from  newly  drilled  wells 
produced  from  reservoirs  discovered  on 
or  after  July  27, 1976  on  old  leases  as 
defined  in  section  2(10).  This  gas  is 
priced  under  section  102(d)  and  is  not 
scheduled  for  deregulation  under  the 
NGPA. 

The  third  category  would  include  gas 
produced  through  newly  drilled  wells  on 
old  leases,  for  which  production  from 
old  reservoirs  would  receive  the  section 
104  price.  With  regard  to  this  category, 
some  of  these  leases  are  at  an  advanced 
stage  of  development  so  that,  we 
believe,  giving  an  incentive  price  would 
stimulate  production  in  the  short  term. 

We  are  unable,  however,  to  quantify 
for  any  of  the  three  categories  the  pace 
at  which  such  additional  development 
will  proceed  under  the  proposed  rule  or 
to  ascertain  at  this  point  whether  a 
higher  incentive  price  would  encourage 
more  rapid  development  of  presently 
undeveloped  or  unleased  blocks. 

We  invite  the  public  to  assist  the 
Commission  in  determining  what  gas 
should  qualify  as  deep-water  gas  and 
what  the  incentive  price  should  be.  To 
obtain  information  which  will  enable  the 
Commission  to  establish  an  incentive 
price,  we  have  formulated  the  following 
questions  on  which  the  commenters 
should  focus: 


(1)  Is  the  150%  incentive  price 
necessary  to  stimulate  OCS  gas 
production  in  500-foot  depths?  If  not, 
what  price  is  necessary? 

(2)  Should  the  depth  limit  be  changed 
to  300  feet?  If  so,  what  incentive  price  is 
necesary? 

(3)  In  the  alternative,  should  the 
incentive  price  be  graduated  to 
correspond  to  the  depth  of  the  water,  so 
that  different  intervals  of  submerged 
acreage  will  qualify  for  different  prices? 

If  so,  what  depths  and  what  prices? 

(4)  What  would  be  the  impact  of 
choosing  any  alternatives  advocated  in 
response  to  questions  1  through  3  on  the 
four  different  categories  of  OCS  gas 
production  as  to  the  incremental  amount 
that  will  be  produced  and  the  pace  of 
such  increase  in  production? 

(5)  What  basis  is  appropriate  for  the 
setting  an  incentive  price  and  why? 
Reconcile  any  suggestions  with  the 
Conferees’  statement  that  “such  special 
ceiling  prices  are  not  intended  to  be 
cost-based  in  nature,  and  do  not  require 
cost  justification”  H.  Rept.  No.  95-1752, 
95th  Cong.,  2d  Sess.,  88  (1978). 

B.  Interim  Collections. 

The  Commission  proposes  to  apply 
interim  collection  provisions  of  Part  273 
to  deep-water  gas.  The  incentive  price 
may  be  collected  retroactively  for 
deliveries  on  or  after  May  28, 1980. 

C.  Well  Qualifications. 

The  Commission  proposes  that  the 
surface  drilling  of  a  qualifying  well  must 
begin  on  or  after  May  28, 1980,  the  date 
the  Commission  first  announced  to  the 
public  that  it  was  considering  an 
incentive  price  for  deep-water  gas.  This 
cut-off  date  complies  with  the 
Conference  Report  which  states  that  the 
Conferees  intended  that  price  incentives 
be  created  in  advance  of  drilling. 

H.  Rept.  No.  95-1752,  95th  Cong.,  2d 
Sess.,  88  (1978).  It  is  obvious  that  a 
producer  that  commenced  drilling  jirior 
to  the  May  28th  announcement  did  not 
need  an  incentive  price  for  that 
production.  The  Commission  welcomes 
comment  on  this  requirement. 

Both  associated  and  non-associated 
gas  are  eligible  for  the  incentive  price 
proposed  in  this  rule.  We  encourage 
comments  as  to  whether  the  pricing 
incentive  should  be  extended  only  to 
nonassociated  gas.  Comments 
advocating  that  the  incentive  price  be 
limited  to  non-associated  gas  should 
support  that  position  and  should 
indicate  what  maximum  amount  of  oil 
production,  if  any,  should  be  permitted. 

The  proposed  definition  of  “deep¬ 
water  gas”  includes  the  requirement  that 
the  first  sale  of  such  gas  be  subject  to  a 
negotiated  contract  price.  A  “negotiated 


contract  price”  is  defined  in  §  271.703(e) 
of  the  Commission’s  interim  regulations 
as  any  price  established  by  a  contract 
that  specifically  refers  to  the 
Commission’s  pricing  authority  under 
section  107  of  the  NGPA  or  that  contains 
a  fixed  rate  or  a  fixed  escalator  clause. 
This  provision  also  applies  to  tight 
formation  gas  and  is  proposed  here  for 
the  same  reasons  discussed  in  the 
interim  rule  on  tight  formations.9  In 
brief,  the  Commission  believes  that  this 
requirement  insures  that  the  maximum 
lawful  price  serves  as  an  incentive  for 
the  production  of  additional  deep-water 
gas  rather  than  as  a  windfall. 

D.  Environmental  Issues. 

The  Commission  staff  is  presently 
preparing  an  environmental  assessment 
for  this  proposed  rulemaking.  Although 
the  staff  has  not  yet  completed  its 
environmental  assessment,  preliminary 
indications  are  that  the  rulemaking 
would  not  be  a  major  Federal  action 
significantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  and  that  an 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  will 
not  be  necessary.  If  the  staff  determines 
in  the  final  analysis  that  this  rulemaking 
is  not  a  major  Federal  action,  it  will 
prepare  a  finding  of  no  significant 
impact.  This  finding  and  any  related 
environmental  documents  will  be  placed 
in  the  public  file  in  this  docket 
maintained  by  the  Commission’s  Office 
of  Public  Information.  The 
environmental  assessment  completed  by 
our  staff  will  be  made  available  before 
the  final  rule  in  this  docket  is  issued. 

Comments  are  requested  on  any 
environmental  issues.  Comments  should 
be  fully  explained,  and,  if  possible, 
substantiated  with  data. 

V.  Written  Comment  Procedures 

Interested  persons  may  comment  on 
this  proposed  rulemaking  by  submitting 
written  data,  views  or  arguments  to  the 
Office  of  the  Secretary,  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  on  or  before  August  11, 1980.  Each 
person  submitting  a  comment  should 
indicate  that  the  comments  are  being 
submitted  in  Docket  No.  RM80-38,  and 
should  give  reasons  including  any 
supporting  data  for  any 
recommendations.  Comments  should 
also  indicate  the  name,  title,  mailing 
address,  and  telephone  number  of  one 
person  to  whom  communications 
concerning  the  proposal  may  be 
addressed.  An  original  and  14 
conformed  copies  should  be  filed  with 


•  See,  “Interim  Rule  and  Request  for  Further 
Comment,"  February  20, 1960,  Docket  No.  RM79-76, 
mimeo.  pp.  34-36. 
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the  Secretary  of  the  Commission. 

Written  comments  will  be  placed  in  the 
Commission’s  public  files  and  will  be 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
Commission’s  Office  of  Public 
Information,  Room  1000,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C., 
during  business  hours.  A  date  and 
location  for  public  hearings  on  this 
rulemaking  may  be  announced  in  the 
near  future. 

(Department  of  Energy  Organization  Act,  42 
U.S.C.  7101,  et  seq.\  E.0. 12009,  42  Fed.  Reg. 
46267;  Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978, 15 
U.S.C.  3301-3432) 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
Commission  proposes  to  amend  Parts 
271,  273  and  274  Subchapter  H,  Chapter 
I,  Title  18,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations, 
as  set  forth  below. 

By  direction  of  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

PART  271— CEILING  PRICES 

1.  Section  271.701  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  271.701  Applicability. 

This  subpart  implements  section 
107(b)  and  (c)(5)  of  the  NGPA  and 
applies  to  the  first  sale  of  natural  gas 
which  a  jurisdictional  agency 
determines  is  new  tight  formation  gas  or 
deep-water  gas. 

2.  Section  271.702  is  amended  by 
adding  paragraph  (a)  to  read  as  follows; 

§  271.702  Maximum  lawful  prices. 

(a)  Deep-water  gas.  (1)  The  maximum 
lawful  price,  per  MMBtu,  for  the  first 
sale  of  deep-water  gas  shall  be  the 
lesser  of: 

(ii)  The  negotiated  contract  price;  or 

(ii)  150  percent  of  the  otherwise 
applicable  maximum  lawful  price 
specified  in  Tables  I  and  II  of 
§  271.101(a). 

(2)  Cross  reference.  For  the  special 
rule  on  retroactive  collection  for  deep¬ 
water  gas,  see  §  273.204(a)  of  this 
chapter. 

***** 

3.  Section  271.703  is  amended  by  - 
adding  paragraphs  (a)  and  (i)  to  read  as 
follows; 

§271.703  Definitions. 

For  purposes  of  this  subpart: 

(a)  “Deep-water  gas”  means  natural 
gas  for  which  a  jurisdictional  agency 
determination  has  become  final, 
pursuant  to  Parts  274  and  275  that: 

(1)  The  gas  is  produced  from  any  well 
the  surface  drilling  of  which  began  on  or 
after  May  28, 1980: 


(2)  The  gas  is  produced  from  qualified 
submerged  acreage  as  defined  in 
paragraph  (i)  of  this  section:  and 

(3)  For  the  first  sale  of  which  a 
negotiated  contract  price  is  effective. 
****** 

(i)  “Qualified  submerged  acreage” 
means  any  block  leased  by  the 
Department  of  the  Interior  which 
straddles  or  is  seaward  of  the  500-foot 
contour  line  indicated  on  maps 
published  and  maintained  by  the 
National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration  of  the  Department  of 
Commerce. 

PART  273— COLLECTION  AUTHORITY: 
REFUNDS 

§  273.204  [Amended] 

4.  Section  273.204,  paragraph  (a)  is 
amended  by  deleting  the  word  “and” 
before  the  number  “(ii)”,  inserting  in  lieu 
thereof  a  comma  and  by  adding 
before  the  period  at  the  end  of 
paragraph  (a)  the  following:  “and  (iii)  in 
the  case  of  deep-water  gaB  (as  defined 
in  §  271.703(a))  the  amount  of  such 
excess  may  be  computed,  charged,  and 
collected  for  first  sales  of  such  gas 
delivered  on  or  after  May  28, 1980. 

PART  274— DETERMINATIONS  BY 
JURISDICTIONAL  AGENCIES 

5.  Section  274.205  is  amended  by 
adding  a  new  paragraph  (f)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  274.205  High-cost  gas. 

***** 

(f)  Deep-water  gas.  A  person  seeking 
a  determination  for  purposes  of  Subpart 
G  of  Part  271  that  natural  gas  is  deep¬ 
water  gas  shall  file  with  the 
jurisdictional  agency  an  application 
which  contains  the  following  items: 

(1)  FERC  Form  No.  121. 

(2)  Identification  of  the  lease  number, 
the  offshore  area,  and  the  lease  block 
number. 

(3)  A  copy  of  the  well  completion 
report. 

(4)  A  statement  by  the  applicant, 
under  oath,  that: 

(i)  the  surface  drilling  of  the  well  for 
which  a  determination  is  sought  was 
begun  on  or  after  May  28, 1980; 

(ii)  the  gas  is  produced  from  qualified 
submerged  acreage; 

(iii)  the  contract  for  the  sale  of  the 
subject  gas  contains  a  negotiated 
contract  price  as  defined  in  §  271.703(e); 
and 

(iv)  the  applicant  has  no  knowledge  of 
any  information  not  described  in  the 
application  which  is  inconsistent  with 
the  statements  made  in  accordance  with 
clauses  (i)  through  (iii). 


(5)  If  the  jurisdictional  agency  so 
requires,  certified  copies  of  records 
relied  upon  by  the  applicant  including 
copies  of  the  agency’s  official  files. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21375  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  ami 
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WATER  RESOURCES  COUNCIL 
18  CFR  Part  925 

Implementation  of  Executive  Orders 
1 1988,  Floodplain  Management,  and 
11990,  Wetlands  Protection 

AGENCY:  U.S.  Water  Resources  Council. 
ACTION:  Proposed  rules. 

SUMMARY:  The  Water  Resources  Council 
proposes  to  publish  rules  for 
implementation  of  Executive  Orders 
11988,  Floodplain  Management  and 
11990  Wetlands  Protection.  These  rules 
are  applicable  to  the  water  resources 
planning  assistance  activities  that  the 
Council  performs  pursuant  to  the  Water 
Resources  Planning  Act  of  1965  (42 
U.S.C.  1962  et  seq.). 

OATES.  Comments  are  due  on  or  before 
September  15, 1980. 

ADDRESS:  Interested  persons  are  invited 
to  submit  written  comment  to  the 
Director,  Water  Resources  Council,  2120 
L  Street,  NW„  Washington,  D.C.  20037. 
All  written  comments  made  pursuant  to 
this  notice  will  be  available  for  public 
inspection  at  the  address  given  above. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Frank  H.  Thomas,  U.S.  Water  Resources 
Council,  telephone  202/254-6453. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Authority 

Section  2(d)  of  E.0. 11988  and  Section 
of  6  of  E.0. 11990  direct  the  Council  to 
issue  procedures  implementing  their 
provisions. 

The  Water  Resources  Planning  Act  of 
1965  authorizes  the  Council  to: 

Make  such  rules  and  regulations  as  it  may 
deem  necessary  or  appropriate  for  carrying 
out  those  provisions  of  this  Act  which  are 
administered  by  it.  (42  U.S.C.  1962d-l) 

Section  102(2)(B)  of  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  of  1969 
requires  Federal  agencies  to  "identify 
and  develop  methods  and 
procedures  *  *  *  which  will  insure  that 
presently  unquantified  environmental 
amenities  and  values  may  be  given 
appropriate  consideration  in 
decisionmaking  along  with  economic 
and  technical  considerations."  (42  U.S.C. 
4332)  This  requirement  for  Federal 
agencies  is  also  included  in  the  Council 
on  Environmental  Quality’s  Regulations 
and  Implementing  the  Procedural 
Provisions  of  the  National 
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Environmental  Policy  Act  (40  CFR 
1507.2(b)). 

Background 

All  Federal  agency  activities  having 
the  potential  to  directly  or  indirectly 
affect  floodplains  and  wetlands  are 
subject  to  the  provisions  of  Executive 
Order  11988,  Floodplain  Management, 
and  Executive  Order  11990,  Wetlands 
Protection.  Certain  actions  performed  by 
the  U.S.  Water  Resources  Council  are 
subject  to  specific  provisions  as  well  as 
the  general  policy  provisions  of  each  of 
these  Orders. 

I  summary,  these  provisions  require 
the  Council  to:  (1)  Amend  its  procedures 
for  providing  financial  assistance  to 
States  and  regional  planning  sponsors 
for  water  and  related  land  resources 
program  and  planning  development  and 
implementation  purposes.  The  intent  of 
such  amendment  is  to  provide  for  the 
reflelction  of  the  general  policy  and  the 
major  concepts  of  floodplain 
management  and  wetlands  protection  as 
expressed  in  each  Order  in  the  plans 
and  programs  prepared  by  the  States 
and  regional  planning  sponsors;  (2) 
provide  the  necessary  guidance  to  the 
States  and  regional  planning  sponsors  to 
enable  them  to  adequately  reflect  the 
Orders’  policies  and  concepts  in  their 
plans  and  programs;  and  (3)  provide 
consultation  (technical  assistance)  to 
the  Federal  Executive  agencies  in  the 
preparation  of  their  procedures  and 
evaluate  these  procedures  and  their 
effectiveness. 

The  Council’s  actions  that  are  subject 
to  the  Orders  are  performed  under  four 
parts  of  the  Water  Resources  Planning 
Act  (Titles  I-IV  of  Pub.  L.  89-80).  The 
basis  for  determining  applicability  of  the 
Orders  to  the  relevant  actions 
performed  under  these  titles  is  the 
language  defining  the  scope  of  each  of 
the  Orders.  All  Council  activities  have 
been  analyzed  according  to  the  Order’s 
language  to  determine  if  they  have  the 
potential  to  result  in  long-  or  short-term 
impact  associated  with:  (1)  The 
occupancy  or  modification  of 
floodplains  and  the  direct  and  indirect 
support  of  floodplain  development,  or  (2) 
the  destruction  or  modification  of 
wetlands  and  the  direct  or  indirect 
support  of  new  construction  in 
wetlands.  For  actions  having  no 
potential  to  affect  a  floodplain  or 
wetland — e.g.,  making  salary  payments, 
holding  hearings,  maintaining  records — 
no  implementation  procedures  are  to  be 
developed. 

The  Council  performs  the  following 
categories  of  actions  to  which  the 
provisions  of  E.0. 11988  and  E.0. 11990 
must  be  applied  to  in  which  their 
policies  are  to  be  reflected:  (1)  Providing 


financial  assistance  for  the  preparation, 
revisions,  and  implementation  of  water 
and  related  land  resources  plans  and 
program;  (2)  providing  technical 
assistance  to  aid  States,  river  basin 
commissions,  and  other  regional 
planning  sponsors  in  their  plans  and 
program-related  activities;  (3)  reviewing, 
analyzing,  and  maintaining  a  data  base, 
and  making  recommendations  and 
performing  .studies  relating  to  water  and 
related  land  resources  planning;  and  (4) 
development,  implementation  and 
oversight  of  principles,  standards  and 
procedures  for  planning  water  and 
related  land  resources  projects. 

As  reflected  above  and  in  the 
definition  of  the  term  “action”  in 
§  725.4(b)  of  the  proposed  rule,  the 
major  part  of  the  Council’s  activities 
that  are  subject  to  the  Orders  involves 
the  provision  of  financial  assistance  for 
formulating  water  resources  plans.  The 
Council  neither  performs  nor  assists  in 
performance  of  construction  activities. 
Therefore,  only  the  provisions  of 
Sections  1  and  2(c)  of  E.0. 11988  and 
Sections  1(a)  and  5  of  E.0 11990  set  out 
action-forcing  responsibilities  for  the 
Council.  To  summarize  these  provisions 
of  the  Orders,  they  require  the  Council 
to:  (1)  explain  the  Orders’  decision 
process,  policies  and  concepts  to 
applicats  for  planning  assistance,  (2) 
assist  applicants  in  reflecting  the 
Orders’  provisions  in  plans  and 
programs  established  using  Council 
asssistance  and  (3)  review  applicants’ 
products  to  ensure  that  the  Orders  are 
properly  reflected. 

Background 

To  comply  with  the  provisions  of  the 
Orders  for  the  actions  it  performs,  the 
Council  has  already  taken  several  steps, 
and  is  now  proposing  to  complete  its 
implementation  by  proposing  rules.  The 
following  are  actions  completed  for 
Titles  I-IV. 

In  October  of  1977,  the  Council 
amended  its  guidelines  for  Title  III 
grantees  to  reflect  its  responsibilities 
under  E.0. 11988  through  Supplemental 
Instruction  No.  3.  This  initial  guidance 
will  be  updated  in  the  future  to  reflect 
experience  gained  in  its  implementation. 

Council  staff  have  perfomed  and  are 
continuing  to  perform  several  roles 
under  Section  2(d)  and  5  of  the  E.O. 
11988  in  sepcific,  and  also  under  the 
general  responsibility  to  provide 
leadership  and  take  action  to  ensure 
sound  floodplain  management  and 
wetlands  protection.  These  include: 

A.  Floodplain  Management  Guidelines 
for  Implementing  E.O.  11988:  A  technical 
committee  of  the  Council  prepared  this 
document  during  1977  and  1978.  It  is  the 
most  comprehensive  and  effective 


reference  source  for  the  implementation 
of  both  E.O.  11988  and  11990.  (The  major 
procedural  and  substantive  provisions 
of  E.0. 11988  are  similar  enough  to  those 
of  E.0. 11990  for  the  Guidelines  to  be 
useful  in  its  implementation  as  well.)  In 
addition,  by  providing  the  Guidelines  to 
the  States  and  other  regional  planning 
sponsors,  the  Council  has  a  large  part 
complied  with  the  requirements  of 
Section  2(c)  of  E.O.  11988  to  “provide 
appropriate  guidance  to 
applicant  *  *  *  for 
Federal  *  *  *  grants.”  (A  number  of 
additional  steps  to  comply  with  this 
requirement  are  listed  below.)  The 
Guidelines  also  serve  as  the  basis  for 
the  consultation  role  of  the  Council 
discussed  in  B,  below. 

B.  Consultation:  Under  Section  2(d)  of 
E.O.  11988,  the  Council  is  required  to 
provide  “consultation”  (technical 
assistance)  to  the  Federal  Executive 
agencies  in  the  preparation  and 
revisions  of  procedures  to  implement  the 
Order.  Since  signing  of  the  Order, 
Council  staff  working  jointly  with  staff 
from  CEQ  and  FEMA  have  been  actively 
pursuing  this  responsibility.  Work 
initiated  early  in  1977  culminated  in 
February  of  1978  with  publication  of  the 
major  reference  document  on  E.O.  11988 
(the  WRC’s  Floodplain  Management 
Guidelines  discussed  in  1  above).  In 
March  1977,  the  Council  received  the 
first  sets  of  agency  procedures  for 
review.  In  June  1977,  the  consultation 
staff  provided  the  agencies  with  detailed 
“Criteria  for  Review  of  Agency 
Procedures  for  Implementing  E.O  11988.” 

To  date,  Council  staff  have 
participated  in  the  review  of  over  50 
initial  sets  of  agency  procedures  and 
more  than  that  number  of  revisions. 

Over  45  formal  consultation  meetings 
have  been  held  with  agency  staff  and 
numerous  additional  sessions  are  being 
held.  The  Council  also  sponsored  and 
participated  in  workshops  directed 
toward  consultation.  In  November  of 
1977  in  Washington,  D.C.,  two  days  of 
training  sessions  were  held  for 
headquarters  agency  staff  with  for  focus 
heing  on  explanation  of  the  Order’s 
provisions  to  aid  in  procedure 
development.  During  April  through  June 
of  1979,  ten  2-day  training  sessions  were 
held  in  major  cities  nationawide 
directed  at  field-level  implementation  of 
E.O.  11988.  Such  training  is  an  ongoing 
activity  of  the  Council  and  additional 
sessions  are  anticipated  in  the  future. 

C.  Floodplain  Management  Task 
Force:  The  President’s  Water  Policy 
Memoranda  of  July  12, 1978,  included  a 
directive  to  the  Federal  agencies  to 
expedite  their  implementation  of  E.O. 
11988  and  to  report  to  the  Council  on 
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November  30, 1978,  and  May  30, 1979,  on 
their  status  and  the  effectiveness  of  their 
implementation  efforts.  Council  staff 
analyzed  the  November  30  agency 
reports  and  recommended  followup 
actions  that  were  taken  in  the  spring  of 

1979.  The  May  30  reports  were  also 
analyzed  and  recommendations  were 
included  in  the  final  summary  report  of 
the  Task  Force  that  was  provided  to  the 
Water  Policy  Committee  by  January  7, 

1980. 

D.  Evaluation  of  Agency  Procedures 
and  Their  Effectiveness:  Section  5  of 
E.0. 11988  requires  the  Council  to 
“periodically  evaluate  agency 
procedures  and  their  effectiveness.”  The 
first  such  formal  analysis  is  now  being 
performed.  Since  few  agencies  have  had 
final  procedures  in  effect  for  a 
significant  length  of  time,  the  evaluation 
will  focus  on  adequacy  of  the 
procedures  themselves  to  achieve  the 
Order’s  intent,  although  an  initial 
analysis  of  the  effectiveness  of 
implementation  on  project-by-project 
basis  will  be  performed. 

E.  Integration  of  Floodplain 
Management  and  Wetlands  Protection: 
As  part  of  its  implementation  of  E.O. 
11988  and  E.O.  11990,  the  Council  staff 
and  its  consultants  conducted  a  series  of 
seminars  during  spring  of  1979  to 
investigate  the  coordination  and 
possible  integration  of  wetlands  and 
floodplain  activities.  A  work  plan  for 
carrying  out  the  Council’s 
recommendations  is  now  being 
implemented,  some  of  the  products  of 
which  will  be  directed  in  part  toward 
assisted  Federal  agency  Btaff  in 
implementing  the  Orders. 

Leo  M.  Eisel, 

Director. 

Proposed  Rules 

It  is  proposed  that  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  Title  18,  Chapter  VI  be 
amended  by  adding  a  new  part  725  as 
follows: 

PART  725— IMPLEMENTATION  OF 
EXECUTIVE  ORDERS  11988  AND 
11990 

Subpart  A— Introduction 

Sec. 

725.0  Purpose. 

725.1  Authority. 

725.2  Policy. 

725.3  Applicability. 

725.4  Definitions. 

Subpart  B— Responsibility 

725.5  Council  Studies. 

725.6  Principles,  Standards  and  Procedures. 

725.7  Regional  or  River  Basin  Planning. 

725.8  Report,  Plan  and  Recommendation 
Development  and  Review. 

725.9  Reviews  of  Compliance. 


Authority:  The  Water  Resources  Planning 
Act  of  1965,  Sec.  402,  Pub.  L.  89-80,  79  Stat. 

245  (42  U.S.C.  1982d-l),  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  of  1969,  as 
amended  (42  U.S.C.  4321  et  seq.),  the  National 
Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1068,  as  amended  (42 
U.S.C.  4001  et.  seq.),  the  Flood  Disaster 
Protection  Act  of  1973,  as  amended  (87  Stat. 
975),  E.O.  11988  and  E.O.  11990  (42  FR  26951). 

Subpart  A— Introduction 

§  725.0  Purpose. 

This  rule  establishes  the  procedures  to 
be  followed  by  the  U.S.  Water 
Resources  Council  for  applying 
Executive  Order  11988,  Floodplain 
Management,  and  Executive  Order 
11990,  Wetlands  Protection,  to  the  water 
resources  planning  assistance  activities 
that  it  performs. 

§725.1  Authority. 

This  rule  is  being  promulgated 
pursuant  to  the  Water  Resources 
Planning  Act  of  1965,  Section  402,  Pub.  L. 
89-90,  79  Stat.  245  (42  U.S.C.  1962d-l).  In 
addition,  Executive  Order  11988, 
Floodplain  Management,  at  Section  2(d), 
directs  the  preparation  of  procedures 
implementing  its  provisions,  as  does 
Executive  Order  11990,  Wetlands 
Protection,  at  Section  B.  Each  of  these 
Orders  was  prepared  in  furtherance  of 
the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act 
of  1969,  as  amended  (42  U.S.C.  4321  et 
seq.).  The  floodplain  management  Order 
is  also  based  on  the  National  Flobd 
Insurance  Act  of  1968,  as  amended  (42 
U.S.C.  4001  et  seq.),  and  the  Flood 
Disaster  Protection  Act  of  1977,  as 
amended  (87  Stat.  975). 

§725.2  Policy. 

It  is  the  policy  of  the  Council  to 
provide  leadership  in  floodplain 
management  and  the  protection  of 
wetlands.  Further,  the  Council  shall 
integrate  the  goals  of  the  Orders  to  the 
greatest  possible  degree  into  its 
procedures  for  implementing  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act.  The 
Council  shall  take  action  to: 

(a)  Avoid  long-  and  short-term 
adverse  impacts  associated  with  the 
occupancy  and  modification  of 
floodplains  and  the  destruction  or 
modification  of  wetlands; 

(b)  Avoid  direct  and  indirect  support 
of  floodplain  development  and  new 
construction  in  wetlands  wherever  there 
is  a  practicable  alternative; 

(c)  Reduce  the  risk  of  flood  loss; 

(d)  Promote  the  use  of  nonstructural 
flood  protection  methods  to  reduce  the 
risk  of  flood  loss; 

•  (e)  Minimize  the  impact  of  floods  on 
human  health,  safety  and  welfare; 

(f)  Minimize  the  destruction,  loss  or 
degradation  of  wetlands; 


(g)  Restore  and  preserve  the  natural 
and  beneficial  values  served  by 
floodplains; 

(h)  Preserve  and  enhance  the  natural 
and  beneficial  values  served  by 
wetlands; 

(i)  Involve  the  public  throughout  the 
floodplain  management  and  wetlands 
protection  decisionmaking  process; 

(j)  Adhere  to  the  objectives  of  the 
Unified  National  Program  for  Floodplain 
Management; 

(k)  Continually  analyze  existing  and 
new  policies  of  the  Council  to  ensure 
consistency  between  them  and  the 
provisions  of  E.O.  11988  and  E.O.  11990; 
and 

(l)  Improve  and  coordinate  the 
Council’s  plans,  programs,  functions  and 
resources  so  that  the  Nation  may  attain 
the  widest  range  of  beneficial  uses  of 
the  environment  without  degradation  or 
risk  to  health  and  safety. 

§725.3  Applicability. 

These  regulations  apply  to  all  Council 
actions  which  have  the  potential  to 
affect  floodplains  or  wetlands  or  which 
would  be  subject  to  potential  harm  if 
they  were  located  in  floodplains  or 
wetlands.  The  basic  test  of  the  potential 
of  an  action  to  affect  floodplains  or 
wetlands  is  the  action’s  potential  to 
result  in  the  long-  or  short-term  adverse 
impacts  associated  with: 

(a)  The  occupancy  or  modification  of 
floodplains,  and  the  direct  and  indirect 
support  of  floodplain  development;  or 

(b)  The  destruction  or  modification  of 
wetlands  and  the  direct  or  indirect 
support  of  new  construction  in 
wetlands. 

These  procedures  apply  to  Level  A  and 
B  regional  or  river  basin  planning 
activities  carried  out  by  regional 
planning  sponsors  including 
consideration  of  inclusion  of  site 
specific  projects  in  Level  A  or  B  regional 
or  river  basin  plans.  These  procedures 
do  not  apply  to  site  specific  Level  C 
planning  carried  out  by  individual 
Federal  agencies.  Each  Federal  agency 
shall  use  its  own  procedures 
promulgated  pursuant  to  these  Orders 
for  such  Level  C  planning. 

§725.4  Definitions. 

The  following  definitions  shall  apply 
throughout  this  regulation: 

(a)  All  definitions  from  Section  6  of 
E.O.  11988  (42  FR  26951);  all  definitions 
from  Section  7  of  E.O.  11990  (42  FR 
26951);  and  all  definitions  listed  in  the 
Glossary  of  the  Council's  Floodplain 
Management  Guidelines  for 
Implementing  E.O.  11988  (43  FR  6030) 
from  the  term  "base  flood"  through  the 
term  “structures." 
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(b)  "Action”  means  all  Council 
activities  including  but  not  limited  to 
plan  review,  study  preparation, 
preparation  and  modifications  to  the 
Council’s  Principles  and  Standards 
(P&S),  provision  of  financial  assistance 
for  State,  regional,  and  river  basin 
planning  and  reviews  of  compliance. 

(c)  “Council”  means  the  U.S.  Water 
Resources  Council. 

(d)  “Enhance”  means  to  increase, 
heighten,  or  improve  the  natural  and 
beneficial  values  associated  with 
wetlands. 

(e)  “Regional  planning  sponsors” 
means  Federal  agencies,  States,  groups 
of  States,  river  basin  commissions, 
interstate  compact  commissions  and 
interagency  committees. 

Subpart  B— Responsibilities 
§  725.5  Council  Studies. 

All  studies  and  appraisals  performed 
by  the  Council  pursuant  to  Section  102 
of  Pub.  L.  89-80  and  any 
recommendations  based  on  these 
activities  shall  include  specific  analyses 
for  reflection  of  and  opportunities  to 
meet  the  objectives  of  E.O. 11988  and 
E.0. 11990.  The  Council’s  Floodplain 
Management  Guidelines  (43  FR  6030), 
E.0. 11988  and  E.0. 11990  provide  the 
basic  evaluation  tools  for  these 
analyses. 

§  725.6  Principles,  Standards  and 
Procedures. 

The  Principles,  Standards  and 
Procedures  established  by  the  Council 
pursuant  to  Section  103  of  Pub.  L.  89-80 
shall  reflect  the  provisions  of  the 
Executive  Orders.  These  Principles, 
Standards  and  Procedures  are  found  in 
18  CFR  Parts  710-717. 

§  725.7  Regional  or  River  Basin  Planning. 

(a)  In  agreements  between  river  basin 
commissions  or  other  regional  planning 
sponsors  and  the  Council  for  the 
preparation  and  revision  of  regional  and 
river  basin  Level  B  Studies  and  regional 
water  resource  management  plans,  the 
responsible  official  representing  the 
river  basin  commission  or  regional 
planning  sponsor  shall  certify  to  the 
Council  that  the  following  criteria  have 
been  or  will  be  utilized  as  part  of  the 
planning  process: 

(1)  Determination  of  whether 
proposed  activities  would  be  located  in 
floodplains  or  wetlands,  or,  even  if 
located  outside  of  them,  would  have  the 
potential  to  affect  floodplains  or 
wetlands: 

(2)  Avoidance  of  performing  activities 
within  floodplains  or  wetlands  wherever 
there  is  a  practicable  alternative; 


(3)  Where  avoidance  of  floodplains 
cannot  be  achieved,  minimization  of 
adverse  impacts  and  support  of 
floodplain  development,  and 
preservation  and  restoration  of  natural 
and  beneficial  floodplain  values; 

(4)  Where  avoidance  of  wetlands 
cannot  be  achieved,  minimization  of 
adverse  impacts  and  support  of  new 
construction  in  wetlands,  and 
preservation  and  enhancement  of 
natural  and  beneficial  wetlands  values; 
and 

(5)  Involvement  of  the  public  in  the 
floodplain  management  and  wetlands 
protection  decisionmaking  process. 

(b)  The  Council’s  Floodplain 
Management  Guidelines  (43  FR  6030) 
shall  be  used  as  the  basis  for 
implementing  the  criteria  in  §  725.7 
(a)(1)— (5). 

(c)  The  responsible  official 
representing  the  regional  planning 
sponsor  shall,  to  the  fullest  extent  of  his 
or  her  authority,  ensure  that  any 
activities  carried  out  under  his  or  her 
plans  and  programs  meet  the  criteria  in 
§  725.7(a)(1)— (5),  above. 

§  725.8  Report,  Plan  and 
Recommendation  Development  and 
Review. 

All  reports,  plans  and 
recommendations  received  under 
Section  104  of  Pub.  L.  89-80  shall  be 
reviewed  by  the  Council  for  reflection  of 
and  opportunities  to  meet  the  objectives 
of  E.0. 11988  and  E.0. 11990.  This 
review  shall  be  based  on  the  criteria  in 
§  725.7(a)(lH5),  on  E.0. 11988  and  E.O. 
11990,  and  on  the  Council's  Floodplain 
Management  Guidelines  (43  FR  6030). 

§  725.9 ,  Reviews  of  Compliance. 

Reviews  of  compliance  performed 
pursuant  to  Section  304  of  Pub.  L.  89080 
shall  include  analysis  of  each  program’s 
treatment  of  floodplain  management  and 
wetland  protection  in  accordance  with 
the  manner  in  which  these  concepts  are 
expressed  in  E.0. 11988,  E.0. 11990,  and 
the  Council's  Floodplain  Management 
Guidelines  (43  FR  6030). 

(FR  Doc.  80-21326  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  pm| 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs 
25  CFR  Part  71 

Recognition  of  Attorneys  and  Agents 
to  Represent  Claimants 

July  9, 1980. 

AGENCY:  Bureau  of  Indain  Affairs. 
ACTION:  Proposed  revocation  of  existing 
rule. 


SUMMARY:  The  Bureau  proposes  to 
revoke  25  CFR  Part  71,  recognition  of 
attorneys  and  agents  to  represent 
claimants.  The  Part  is  no  longer  needed 
in  view  of  the  revision  of  Part  72, 
attorney  contracts  with  Indian  tribes, 
which  would  govern  the  employment  of 
attorneys  by  Indian  tribes. 

DATE:  Comments  must  be  received  on  or 
before  August  18, 1980. 

ADDRESSES:  Written  comments  should 
be  directed  to  Director,  Office  of  Indian 
Services,  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs,  18th 
and  C  Streets,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20240. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Ms.  Arlene  Brown,  Division  of  Tribal 
Government  Services,  Branch  of  Tribal 
Relations,  telephone  number  (202-343- 
2511). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

authority  for  the  Assistant  Secretary  to 
revoke  these  regulations  is  contained  in 
25  U.S.C.  2  and  9  and  209  DM  8. 

Ralph  R.  Reeser, 

Acting  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary,  Indian 
Affairs. 

|FR  Doc.  80-21336  Filed  7-18-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4310-02-M 


25  CFR  Part  72 

Attorney  Contracts  With  Indian  Tribes 

July  9. 1980. 

AGENCY:  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs. 
ACTION:  Proposed  revision  of  existing 
rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Bureau  proposes  to 
revise  25  CFR  Part  72,  attorney  contracts 
with  Indian  tribes.  The  purpose  of  the 
revision  is  to  establish  regulations:  (a)  to 
reflect  the  current  policy  of  tribal  self- 
determination  and  to  minimize  the 
Federal  Government’s  involvement  in 
tribal  self-government;  and  (b)  to 
simplify  the  regulations  by  making  all 
tribes,  regardless  of  their  organizational 
status,  subject  to  a  single  set  of 
regulations. 

DATE:  Comments  must  be  received  on  or 
before  August  18, 1980. 

ADDRESSES:  Written  comments  should 
be  directed  to  Director,  Office  of  Indian 
Services,  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs,  18th 
and  C  Streets,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20240. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Ms.  Arlene  Brown,  Division  of  Tribal 
Government  Services,  Branch  of  Tribal 
Relations,  telephone  number  (202-343- 
2511). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

authority  for  the  Assistant  Secretary  to 
issue  these  regulations  is  contained  in  25 
U.S.C.  2,  9,  81.  82a  and  476,  5  U.S.C.  301 
and  209  DM  8.  No  longer  must  tribal 
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constitutions  expressly  provide 
authority  for  tribal  governing  bodies  to 
conclude  contracts  with  attorneys. 
Contracts  may  now  be  concluded  by 
whatever  governing  body  or 
representative  is  recognized  as  having 
authority  to  act  for  the  tribe  or  may  have 
been  delegated  the  authority.  The 
Department  of  the  Interior  has 
determined  that  this  document  is  not  a 
significant  rule  and  does  not  require  a 
regulatory  analysis  under  Executive 
Order  12044  and  43  CFR  Part  14.  The 
Department  of  the  Interior  has 
determined  that  these  proposed 
regulations  are  not  a  major  Federal 
action  within  the  scope  of  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  of  1969,  42 
U.S.C.  4332(2)(c).  The  primary  author  of 
this  document  is  Leslie  N.  Gay,  Jr., 

Special  Assistant  to  the  Chief,  Division 
of  Tribal  Government  Services. 

It  is  proposed  to  revise  Part  72  to 
Subchapter  G,  Chapter  1  of  Title  25  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  to  read 
as  follows: 

PART  72— ATTORNEY  CONTRACTS 
WITH  INDIAN  TRIBES 

Sec. 

72.1.  Definitions. 

72.2.  Contracts  with  tribes. 

72.3.  Negotiation  and  conclusion  of 
contracts. 

72.4.  Secretarial  approval. 

72.5.  Contract  provisions. 

72.6.  Execution  in  quintuplicate. 

72.7.  Resolution  required. 

72.8.  Tentative  form  of  contract. 

Authority:  The  Assistant  Secretary  of 

Indian  Affairs’  authority  to  propose  these 
regulations  is  25  U.S.C.  2,  9,  811  82a  and  476,  5 
U.S.C.  301,  and  209  DM  8. 

Cross  References:  For  practice  before 
the  Department  of  the  Interior  see  43 
CFR  Part  1. 

§  72.1  Definitions. 

As  used  in  this  Part  72: 

(a)  “Secretary"  means  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  or  his/her  authorized 
representative. 

(b)  “Officer  in  Charge”  means  the 
Superintendent  or  other  official  of  the 
Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs  having 
immediate  administrative  jurisdiction 
over  the  affairs  of  the  tribe. 

(c)  “Tribe”  means  any  Indian  entity 
that  is  included  or  is  eligible  to  be 
included  among  those  tribes,  bands, 
pueblos,  groups  or  communities,  or 
Alaska  Native  entities  listed  in  the 
Federal  Register  pursuant  to  25  CFR 
54.6(b)  as  recognized  and  receiving 
services  from  the  Bureau  of  Indian 
Affairs. 

(d)  "Constitution”  means  the  written 
organizational  framework  of  any  tribe. 

•  (e)  “Charter"  means  that  charter  of 
incorporation  the  Secretary  may  issue 


pursuant  to  a  Federal  statute  to  a 
reorganized  tribe. 

(f)  “Reorganized  tribe”  means  a  tribe 
whose  members  have  adopted  a 
constitution  pursuant  to  a  Federal 
statute. 

(g)  "Organized  tribe”  means  a  tribe 
whose  members  have  adopted  a 
constitution  outside  of  a  Federal  statute. 

(h)  “Unorganized  tribe”  means  a  tribe 
whose  members  have  not  adopted  a 
constitution. 

(i)  “Federal  statute"  means  the  Act  of 
June  18, 1934,  48  Stat.  984,  as  amended 
(Indian  Reorganization  Act),  the  Act  of 
June  26, 1936,  49  Stat.  1967  (Oklahoma 
Indian  Welfare  Act),  or  the  Act  of  May 
1, 1936,  49  Stat.  1250  (Alaska  Native 
Reorganization  Act). 

§  72.2  Contracts  with  tribes. 

All  Indian  tribes  may  retain  the 
services  of  an  attorney.  Negotiation  and 
the  conclusion  of  all  contracts  between 
tribes  and  attorneys  for  the  purpose  of  . 
furnishing  general  legal  counsel  and 
special  legal  services,  for  pursuing 
claims  against  the  United  States  and  for 
undertaking  specific  claims  against 
parties  other  than  the  United  States 
subject  to  25  U.S.C.  81,  82a,  and  476 
shall  be  governed  by  the  regulations  of 
this  Part. 

§  72.3  Negotiation  of  contracts. 

Negotiation  and  conclusion  of 
contracts  between  reorganized  and 
organized  tribes  and  attorneys  will  be  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the 
tribal  constitution  and/or  charter  and  25 
U.S.C.  476  or  81.  Negotiation  and  the 
conclusion  of  contracts  by  unorganized 
tribes  will  be  in  accordance  with  a 
resolution  adopted  by  the  governing 
body  of  the  tribe  and  25  U.S.C.  81. 

§  72.4  Secretarial  approval. 

The  Secretary  of  the  Interior  or  his/ 
her  authorized  representative  has  been 
granted  authority  by  statute  to  approve 
contracts  between  tribes  and  attorneys. 
See  25  U.S.C.  476  for  reorganized  tribes, 
25  U.S.C.  81  for  organized  and 
unorganized  tribes,  except  that  25  U.S.C. 
82a  provides  the  authority  to  approve 
general  legal  counsel  and  special  legal 
services  contracts  entered  into  by  the 
Five  Civilized  Tribes.  When  disapproval 
is  not  given  within  90  days  from  the  date 
application  for  approval  is  made, 
approval  shall  be  deemed  to  have  been 
granted.  See  25  U.S.C.  1331,  which  also 
applies  to  contracts  with  individual 
Indians  that  are  subject  to  25  U.S.C.  85. 

§  72.5  Contract  provisions. 

To  facilitate  and  expedite  approval 
action,  contracts  submitted  pursuant  to 


this  Part  must  at  least  provide  for  the 
following: 

(a)  Duties:  A  statement  of  the  services 
the  attorney  is  expected  to  furnish  or 
perform  on  behalf  of  the  tribe. 

(b)  Fees:  (1)  When  the  attorney  shall 
represent  the  tribe  as  its  general  counsel 
or  is  retained  to  furnish  a  special 
service,  fees  will  be  provided  for  at  an 
hourly  rate  with  an  annual  ceiling  or  as 
an  annual  retainer.  (2)  When  the 
attorney  represents  the  tribe  in  claims 
against  the  United  States,  a  contingent 
fee  not  to  exceed  ten  percent  of  the 
value  of  any  recovery  of  the  tribe  shall 
be  provided,  except  that  where  the 
amount  of  the  recovery  is  anticipated  to 
be  less  than  $750,000  and  the  claims 
attorney  can  justify  as  reasonable  a 
contingent  fee  in  excess  of  ten  percent 
of  the  recovery.  Written  justification 
explaining  why  the  amount  of  recovery 
is  anticipated  to  be  less  than  $750,000 
and  why  the  claim  will  demand 
extraordinary  services  by  the  attorney 
will  be  required  for  every  tribal  claims 
attorney  contract  providing  for  a  fee  in 
excess  of  ten  percent  of  the  amount  . 
recovered  for  the  tribe.  In  every  case 
where  a  fee  greater  than  ten  percent  is 
sought,  provisions  must  be  made  in  the 
contract  to  limit  the  fee  to  no  more  than 
ten  percent  of  that  part  of  the  recovery 
in  excess  of  $750,000.  Contracts 
providing  for  contingency  fees  in  excess 
of  ten  percent  will  be  forwarded  with 
recommendations  by  the  relevant  Area 
Office  of  the  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs  to 
the  Commissioner  of  Indian  Affairs,  who 
will  then  act  to  approve  or  disapprove 
rather  than  such  action  occurring  in  the 
field.  (3)  Fees  for  undertaking  specific 
claims  against  parties  other  than  the 
United  States  may  be  (i)  on  an  hourly 
rate  with  an  annual  ceiling;  (ii)  on  an 
annual  retainer;  or  (iii)  contingent  upon 
the  amount  of  the  recovery.  Payment  of 
compensation,  including  reimbursement 
of  expenses,  shall  be  made  only  upon 
the  submission  of  proper  vouchers 
supported  by  adequate  receipts  and 
approval  by  the  Secretary. 

(c)  Assignment:  A  contract  must 
provide  that  its  obligations  cannot  be 
assigned  without  the  consent  of  the  tribe 
and  the  approval  of  the  Secretary. 

(d)  Payment:  A  contract  must  provide 
that  payment  of  fees  and  expenses  are 
contingent  upon  the  availability  of 
funds. 

(e)  Termination:  Contracts  must 
provide  for  their  termination  by  (1) 
either  party  upon  the  giving  of  no  less 
than  15  days  written  notice  to  the  other 
party  and  the  Secretary;  (2)  the 
Secretary  for  cause  after  a  hearing  on 
reasonable  notice.  In  conjunction  with 
termination  provisions,  contracts  must 
provide  that  if  the  Secretary  finds  that 
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the  interest  of  a  tribe  so  requires,  he/she 
may  suspend  a  contract  and  the 
payment  of  all  compensation  due  or 
accruing  to  the  attorneys  at  that  time 
pending  a  hearing  to  be  held  without 
unreasonable  delay.  If  a  contract 
providing  for  payment  of  fees  at  an 
hourly  rate  or  on  an  annual  retainer 
basis  is  terminated,  the  attorney  shall 
receive  compensation  such  as  the 
Secretary  may  detertnine  equitably  due 
to  date  of  termination.  If  a  contract 
providing  for  payment  of  fees  contingent 
upon  recovery  is  terminated  for  just 
cause,  death  of  the  attorney,  or  any 
other  reason,  the  attorney  to  whom  it  is 
so  terminated,  or  his/her  estate,  shall  be 
credited  with  such  interest  in  the 
recovery  as  the  Secretary  or  the  court 
may  determine  to  be  equitably  due  to 
date  of  termination. 

(f)  Attorney’s  standing:  Contracts 
must  contain  a  stipulation  by  the 
attorney  that  he/she  is  a  fully  licensed 
member  in  good  standing  of  the  bar  of 

the  state(s)  of - ,  and  to  the  best  of 

his/her  knowledge  no  disciplinary 
proceedings  have  been  instituted  against 
him/her  by  any  bar  association  of  any 
jurisdiction  of  the  United  States  or  its 
territories  which  are  pending  and/or 
unresolved  and  he/she  has  not  been 
disbarred  or  suspended  from  the 
practice  of  law  in  any  jurisdiction  in  the 
United  States  or  its  territories. 

(g)  Duration:  Contracts  must  cite 
clearly  their  duration  and  may  contain  a 
provision  for  renewal.  General  legal 
counsel  and  special  legal  services 
contracts  shall  not  extend  beyond  four 
years,  whereas  claims  contracts  may 
extend  for,  but  not  exceed,  five  years, 
with  provision  for  extensions. 

§  72.6  Execution  in  quintuplicate. 

A  contract  should  be  executed  in 
quintuplicate,  and  all  copies  should  be 
transmitted  through  the  officer  in  charge 
to  the  Secretary  for  approval.  The  officer 
in  charge  shall  include  with  the 
transmittal  recommendations  with 
respect  to  the  approval  of  the  contract. 

§  72.7  Resolution  required. 

The  selection  of  counsel  and  of  tribal 
representatives  to  conclude  a  contract 
on  behalf  of  a  tribe  shall  be  set  forth  in  a 
resolution  or  resolutions  adopted  by  the 
tribal  governing  body  and  shall  be 
attached  to  and  made  a  part  of  the 
contract. 

§  72.8  Tentative  form  of  contract. 

A  tentative  form  of  contract  may  be 
obtained  by  writing  any  Agency 
Superintendent,  Area  Director  or  the 
Commissioner  of  Indian  Affairs. 
Requests  for  forms  should  include  a 
statement  of  the  scope  of  the  intended 


employment:  that  is,  whether  the 
contract  is  desired  for  investigation  and 
prosecution  of  tribal  claims  against  the 
United  States,  for  the  representation  of 
specific  tribal  claims  against  parties 
other  than  the  United  States,  or  for  the 
provision  of  either  general  or  special 
legal  counsel  services. 

Ralph  R.  Reese  r, 

Acting  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary,  Indian 
Affairs. 

[FR  Doc.  60-21337  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  4310-02-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 
Interna!  Revenue  Service 
26  CFR  Part  1 
[EE-153-78] 

Voluntary  Employee’s  Beneficiary 
Associations 

AGENCY:  Internal  Revenue  Service, 
Treasury. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking. 

SUMMARY:  This  document  contains 
proposed  regulations  relating  to 
voluntary  employees’  beneficiary 
associations.  It  withdraws  an  earlier 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  that  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
January  23, 1969.  The  regulations  would 
provide  guidance  needed  to  determine 
whether  an  organization  is  a  voluntary 
employees’  beneficiary  association 
under  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of 
1954,  as  amended,  and  therefore  exempt 
from  federal  income  tax. 

DATES:  Written  comments  and  requests 
for  a  public  hearing  must  be  delivered  or 
mailed  by  September  15, 1980.  The 
amendments  are  proposed  to  be 
effective  generally  for  taxable  years 
beginning  after  December  31, 1954,  but 
later  in  the  case  of  some  associations. 
ADDRESS:  Send  comments  and  requests 
for  a  public  hearing  to:  Commissioner  of 
Internal  Revenue,  Attention:  CC:LR:T 
(EE-153-78),  Washington,  D.C.  20224.  . 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Michael  A.  Thrasher  of  the  Employee 
Plans  and  Exempt  Organizations 
Division,  Office  of  the  Chief  Counsel, 
Internal  Revenue  Service,  1111- 
Constitution  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20224  (Attention:  CC:LR:T)  (202- 
566-3961,  not  a  toll-free  call). 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Background 

This  document  contains  proposed 
amendments  to  the  Income  Tax 
Regulations  (26  CFR  Part  1)  under 
section  501(c)(9)  of  the  Internal  Revenue 


Code  of  1954,  as  amended  by  section  121 
of  the  Tax  Reform  Act  of  1969  (83  Stat. 
541),  concerning  voluntary  employees’ 
beneficiary  associations.  These 
amendments  are  to  be  issued  under  the 
authority  contained  in  section  7805  of 
the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954  (68A 
Stat.  917;  26  U.S.C.  7805). 

Additional  Information 

Section  501(c)(9),  in  conjunction  with 
section  501(a),  exempts  from  federal 
income  tax  those  associations  that 
provide  for  the  payment  of  life,  sick, 
accident,  or  other  benefits  to  their 
members  and  their  members’ 
dependents  or  designated  beneficiaries, 
if  no  part  of  their  net  earnings  inures  to 
the  benefit  of  any  private  shareholder  or 
individual. 

The  proposed  regulations  clarify  the 
basic  requirements  that  an  organization 
must  meet  in  order  to  be  a  “voluntary 
employees’  beneficiary  association” 
within  the  meaning  of  section  501(c)(9). 
They  are  not  intended  to  describe 
“employees’  beneficiary  association”  as 
that  term  is  used  in  section  3(4)  of  the 
Employee  Retirement  Income  Security 
Act  of  1974  (ERISA).  Generally,  the 
basic  requirements  in  order  to  be  a 
“voluntary  employees’  beneficiary 
association”  are  that: 

(a)  The  organization  is  an  association 
of  employees: 

(b)  Membership  in  the  organization  is 
voluntary; 

(c)  The  purpose  of  the  organization  is 
to  provide  for  the  payment  of  life,  sick, 
accident,  or  other  benefits;  and 

(d)  None  of  the  organization’s  funds 
inures  to  the  benefit  of  any  private 
shareholder  or  individual  other  than  as 
contemplated  by  (c)  above. 

The  principal  function  of  the  proposed 
regulations  is  to  clarify  who  may  join 
the  association  and  the  kinds  of  benefits 
the  association  may  provide.  These 
provisions  are  supplemented  with 
examples  of  both  what  is  permitted  and 
what  is  prohibited. 

While  these  regulations  do  not 
explicitly  provide  for  coordination 
between  arrangements  that  are  subject' 
to  section  404  and  the  permissibility  of 
benefits  furnished  by  organizations 
exempt  under  section  501(c)(9),  the 
proposed  regulations  generally  do  not 
allow  a  voluntary  employees’ 
beneficiary  association  to  provide 
employer-funded  benefits  of  the  kind 
that  are  subject  to  section  404.  It  is 
anticipated  that  regulations  to  be 
promulgated  under  section  404  will 
clarify  the  distinction  between 
arrangements  that  are  subject  to  that 
section  and  those  that  are  not,  and 
consideration  then  will  be  given  to 
coordinating  the  two  sets  of  rules. 
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Comments  and  Requests  for  a  Public 
Hearing 

Before  adopting  the  rules  contained  in 
these  proposed  regulations  as  a 
Treasury  decision,  consideration  will  be 
given  to  any  written  comments  that  are 
submitted  (preferably  six  copies)  to  the 
Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue.  All 
comments  will  be  available  for  public 
inspection  and  copying.  A  public 
hearing  will  be  held  on  written  request 
to  the  Commissioner  by  any  person  who 
has  submitted  written  comments.  If  a 
public  hearing  is  held,  notice  of  the  time 
and  place  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  author  of  these 
proposed  regulations  is  Mr.  Russell  E. 
Greenblatt  of  the  Employee  Plans  and 
Exempt  Organizations  Division  of  the 
Office  of  Chief  Counsel,  Internal 
Revenue  Service.  However,  personnel 
from  other  offices  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Service  and  Treasury 
Department  participated  in  developing 
the  regulations,  both  on  matters  of 
substance  and  style. 

Proposed  amendments  to  the  regulations 

The  proposed  regulations  under 
section  501(c)(9)  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  January  23, 1969  (34 
FR 1028)  are  withdrawn,  and  the 
following  amendments  to  the  Income 
Tax  Regulations  (26  CFR  Part  1)  are 
hereby  proposed: 

The  following  new  sections  are 
inserted  in  the  appropriate  place: 

§  1.501(c)(9)- 1  Voluntary  employees’ 
beneficiary  associations,  in  general. 

To  be  described  in  section  501(c)(9)  an 
organization  must  meet  all  of  the 
following  requirements: 

(a)  The  organization  is  an  employees’ 
association; 

(b)  Membership  in  the  association  is 
voluntary; 

(c)  The  organization  provides  for  the 
payment  of  life,  sick,  accident,  or  other 
benefits  to  its  members  or  their 
dependents  or  designated  beneficiaries, 
and  substantially  all  of  its  operations 
are  in  furtherance  of  providing  such 
benefits;  and 

(d)  No  part  of  the  net  earnings  of  the 
.organization  insures,  other  than  by 
payment  of  the  benefits  referred  to  in 
paragraph  (c)  of  this  section,  to  the 
benefit  of  any  private  shareholder  or 
individual. 


§  1.501(c)(9)— 2  Membership  in  a  voluntary 
employees’  beneficiary  association; 
employees;  voluntary  association  of 
employees. 

(a)  Membership — (1)  In  general.  The 
membership  of  an  organization 
described  in  section  501(c)(9)  must 
consist  of  individuals  who  become 
entitled  to  participate  by  reason  of  their 
being  employees  and  whose  eligibility 
for  membership  is  defined  by  reference 
to  objective  standards  that  constitute  an 
employment-related  common  bond 
among  such  individuals.  Typically,  those 
eligible  for  membership  in  an 
organization  described  in  section 
501(c)(9)  are  defined  by  reference  to  a 
common  employer  (or  affiliated 
employers),  to  common  coverage  under 
one  or  more  collective  bargaining 
agreements  (with  respect  to  benefits 
provided  pursuant  to  such 
agreement(s)),  to  membership  in  a  labor 
union,  or  to  membership  in  one  or  more 
locals  of  a  national  or  international 
labor  union.  For  example,  membership 
in  an  association  might  be  open  to  all 
employees  of  a  particular  employer,  or 
to  employees  in  specified  job 
classifications  working  for  certain 
employers  at  specified  locations  and 
who  are  entitled  to  benefits  pursuant  to 
one  or  more  collective  bargaining 
agreements.  In  addition,  employees  of 
one  or  more  employers  engaged  in  the 
same  line  of  business  in  the  same 
geographic  area  will  be  considered  to 
share  an  employment-related  bond  for 
purposes  of  an  organization  through 
which  their  employers  provide  benefits. 
Whether  a  group  of  individuals  is 
defined  by  reference  to  a  permissible 
standard  or  standards  is  a  question  to 
be  determined  with  regard  to  all  the 
facts  and  circumstances,  taking  into 
account  the  guidelines  set  forth  in  this 
paragraph.  Exemption  will  not  be  denied 
merely  because  the  membership  of  an 
association  includes  some  individuals 
who  are  not  employees  (within  the 
meaning  of  paragraph  (b)  of  this 
section),  provided  that  such  individuals 
share  an  employment-related  bond  with 
the  employee-members.  Such 
individuals  may  include,  for  example, 
the  trustees,  administrators,  and 
employees  of  the  association,  or  the 
proprietor  of  a  business  whose 
employees  are  members  of  the 
association.  For  purposes  of  the 
preceding  two  sentences,  an  association 
will  be  considered  to  be  composed  of 
employees  if  90  percent  of  the  total 
membership  of  the  association  during 
the  year  consists  of  employees  (within 
the  meaning  of  paragraph  (b)  of  this 
section). 

(2)  Restrictions.  Eligibility  for 
membership  may  be  restricted  by 


geographic  proximity,  or  by  objective 
conditions  or  limitations  reasonably 
related  to  employment,  such  as  a 
limitation  to  a  reasonable  classification 
of  workers,  a  limitation  based  on  a 
reasonable  minimum  period  of  service,  a 
limitation  based  on  maximum 
compensation,  or  a  requirement  that  a 
member  be  employed  on  a  full-time 
basis.  Any  objective  criteria  used  to 
restrict  eligibility  for  membership  in  an 
association  may  not,  however,  be 
selected  or  administered  in  a  manner 
that  limits  membership  to  officers, 
shareholders  or  highly  compensated 
employees  of  an  employer  contributing 
to  or  otherwise  funding  the  employees’ 
association.  Eligibility  for  benefits  (or 
membership)  also  may  be  restricted  by 
objective  conditions  relating  to  the  type 
or  amount  of  benefits  offered.  However, 
any  such  objective  conditions  may  not 
be  selected  or  administered  in  a  manner 
that  discriminates  in  the  provision  of 
benefits  in  favor  of  officers, 
shareholders  or  highly  compensated 
employees  of  an  employer  contributing 
to  or  otherwise  funding  the  employees’ 
association.  Whether  die  selection  or 
administration  of  objective  conditions 
has  the  effect  of  discriminating  in  favor 
of  officers,  shareholders  or  highly 
compensated  employees  is  to  be 
determined  on  the  basis  of  all  the  facts 
and  circumstances.  Thus,  a  requirement 
that  a  member  meet  a  health  standard 
reasonably  related  to  eligibility  for  a 
particular  benefit  is  permissible.  Also 
permissible,  in  the  case  of  an  employer- 
funded  organization,  is  a  requirement 
that  excludes,  or  has  the  effect  of 
excluding,  employees  who  are  members 
of  another  organization  funded  by  the 
employer,  to  the  extent  that  such  other 
organization  offers  similar  benefits  on 
comparable  terms  to  the  excluded 
employees.  If  restrictions  or  conditions 
on  membership  or  eligiblity  for  benefits 
are  determined  through  collective 
bargaining,  by  trustees  designated 
pursuant  to  a  collective  bargaining 
agreement,  or  by  the  collective 
bargaining  agents  of  the  members  of  an 
association  or  trustees  named  by  such 
agents,  such  restrictions,  terms  or 
conditions  generally  will  be  considered 
reasonably  related  to  employment  and 
generally  will  not  be  considered  as 
limiting  membership  to,  or 
discriminating  in  the  provision  of 
benefits  in  favor  of,  officers, 
shareholders  or  highly  compensated 
employees. 

(3)  Example.  The  provisions  of  this 
section  may  be  illustrated  by  the 
following  example: 

Example.  Pursuant  to  a  collective 
bargaining  agreement  entered  into  by  X 
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Corporation  and  W,  a  labor  union  which 
represents  all  of  X  Corporation's  hourly-paid 
employees,  the  X  Corporation  Union  Benefit 
Plan  is  established  to  provide  life  insurance 
benefits  to  employees  of  X  represented  by  W. 
The  Plan  is  funded  by  contributions  from  X, 
and  is  jointly  administered  by  X  and  W.  In 
order  to  provide  its  non-unionized  employees 
with  comparable  life  insurance  benefits,  X 
also  establishes  and  funds  the  X  Corporation 
Life  Insurance  Trust.  The  Trust  will  not  be 
ineligible  for  exemption  as  an  organization 
described  in  section  501(c)(9)  solely  because 
membership  is  restricted  to  those  employees 
of  X  who  are  not  members  of  W. 

(b)  Meaning  of  “employee".  Whether 
an  individual  is  an  “employee”  is 
determined  by  reference  to  the  legal  and 
bona  fide  relationship  of  employer  and 
employee.  The  term  “employee” 
includes  the  following: 

(1)  An  individual  who  is  considered 
an  employee: 

(1)  For  employment  tax  purposes 
under  Subtitle  C  of  the  Internal  Revenue 
Code  and  the  regulations  thereunder,  or 

(ii)  For  purposes  of  a  collective 
bargaining  agreement, 
whether  or  not  the  individual  could 
qualify  as  an  employee  under  applicable 
common  law  rules.  This  would  include 
any  person  who  is  considered  an 
employee  for  purposes  of  the  Labor 
Management  Relations  Act,  1947,  61 
Stat.  136,  as  amended,  29  U.S.C.  141 
(1979). 

(2)  An  individual  who  became  entitled 
to  membership  in  the  association  by 
reason  of  being  an  employee.  Thus,  an 
individual  who  would  otherwise  qualify 
under  this  paragraph  will  continue  to 
qualify  as  an  employee  even  though 
such  individual  is  on  leave  of  absence, 
works  temporarily  for  another  employer 
or  as  an  independent  contractor,  or  has 
been  terminated  by  reason  of 
retirement,  disability  or  layoff.  For 
example,  an  individual  who  in  the 
normal  course  of  employment  is 
employed  intermittently  by  more  than 
one  employer  in  an  industry 
characterized  by  short-term  employment 
by  several  different  employers  will  not, 
by  reason  of  temporary  unemployment, 
cease  to  be  an  employee  within  the 
meaning  of  this  paragraph. 

(c)  Description  of  voluntary 
association  of  employees. — (1) 
Association.  To  be  described  in  section 
501(c)(9)  and  this  section  there  must  be 
an  entity  having  an  existence 
independent  of  the  member-employees 
or  their  employer. 

(2)  Voluntary.  Generally,  membership 
in  an  association  is  voluntary  if  an 
affirmative  act  is  required  on  the  part  of 
an  employee  to  become  a  member  rather 
than  the  designation  as  a  member  due  to 
employee  status.  However,  an 
association  shall  be  considered 


voluntary  although  membership  is 
required  of  all  employees,  provided  that 
the  employees  do  not  incur  a  detriment 
(for  example,  in  the  form  of  deductions 
from  pay)  as  the  result  of  membership  in 
the  association.  An  employer  is  not 
deemed  to  have  imposed  involuntary 
membership  on  the  employee  if 
membership  is  required  as  the  result  of  a 
collective  bargaining  agreement  or  as  an 
incident  of  membership  in  a  labor 
organization. 

(3)  Of  employees.  To  be  described  in 
this  section,  an  organization  must  be 
controlled  by  its  membership  or  by 
independent  trustee(s),  or  by  trustees  or 
other  fiduciaries  at  least  some  of  whom 
are  designated  by,  or  on  behalf  of,  the 
membership.  Whether  control  by  or  on 
behalf  of  the  membership  exists  is  a 
question  to  be  determined  with  regard  to 
all  of  the  facts  and  circumstances,  but 
generally  such  control  will  be  deemed  to 
be  present  when  the  membership  (either 
directly  or  through  its  representative) 
elects,  appoints  or  otherwise  designates 
a  person  or  persons  to  serve  as  chief 
operating  officer(s),  administrator(s),  or 
trustees(s)  of  the  organization. 

(4)  examples.  The  provisions  of  this 
section  may  be  illustrated  by  the 
following  examples: 

Example  (1).  X,  a  labor  union,  represents 
all  the  hourly-paid  employees  of  Y 
Corporation.  A  health  insurance  benefit  plan 
was  established  by  X  and  Y  as  the  result  of  a 
collective  bargaining  agreement  entered  into 
by  them.  The  plan  established  the  terms  and 
conditions  of  membership  in,  and  the  benefits 
to  be  provided  by,  the  plan.  In  accordance 
with  the  terms  of  the  agreement,  Y 
Corporation  is  obligated  to  establish  a  trust 
fund  and  make  contributions  thereto  at 
specified  rates.  The  trustees,  some  of  whom 
are  designated  by  X  and  some  by  Y,  are 
authorized  to  hold  and  invest  the  assets  of 
the  trust  and  to  make  payments  on 
instructions  issued  by  Y  Corporation  in 
accordance  with  the  conditions  contained  in 
the  plan.  The  interdependent  benefit  plan 
agreement  and  trust  indenture  together  create 
a  voluntary  employees’  beneficiary 
association  over  which  the  employees 
possess  the  requisite  control  through  the 
trustees  designated  by  their  representative, 

X. 

Example  (2).  Z  Corporation  unilaterally 
established  an  educational  benefit  plan  for  its 
employees.  The  purpose  of  the  plan  is  to 
provide  payments  for  job-related  educational 
or  training  courses,  such  as  apprenticeship 
training  programs,  for  Z  Corporation 
employees,  according  to  objective  criteria  set 
forth  in  the  plan.  Z  establishes  a  separate 
bank  account  which  it  uses  to  fund  payments 
to  the  plan.  Contributions  to  the  account  are 
to  be  made  at  the  discretion  of  and  solely  by 
Z  Corporation,  which  also  administers  the 
plan  and  retains  control  over  the  assets  in  the 
fund.  Z  Corporation’s  educational  benefit 
plan  and  the  related  account  do  not 
constitute  an  association  and  therefore  are 


not  a  voluntary  employees'  beneficiary 
association. 

Example  (3).  The  facts  are  the  same  as  in 
example  (2)  except  that  the  payment  by  Z  of 
its  employees’  educational  and  training 
expenses  was  agreed  upon  through  collective 
bargaining  between  M  labor  union,  a 
recognized  bargaining  agent  on  behalf  on  Z’s 
employees,  and  Z.  Z  is  obligated  to  pay 
benefits  in  accordance  with  the  criteria  set 
forth  in  the  plan.  To  fulfill  its  obligation,  Z 
established  the  “Z  Corporation  Employees’  • 
Benefit  Fund”  and  opened  a  bank  account  in 
the  name  of  the  Fund.  The  Fund  is  funded 
solely  by  contributions  from  Z  and  income 
earned  from  the  investment  of  those 
contributions.  Z  is  the  administrator  of  the 
Fund,  retains  full  control  over  the  investment 
and  application  of  the  Fund’s  assets,  and 
determines  the  amount  and  timing  of 
contributions  to  the  Fund.  Educational  and 
training  benefit  payments  are  made  from  the 
Fund  to  employees  of  Z  who  submit  payment 
requests  and  are  determined  by  Z  to  qualify 
for  such  payments  under  the  terms  of  the 
governing  agreement.  Although  the  benefit 
payment  are  required  by  a  collective 
bargaining  agreement  entered  into  by 
representatives  of  Z’s  employees,  and 
although  the  Fund  makes  payment  directly  to 
eligble  beneficiaries,  the  Fund  is  not  a 
voluntary  employees’  beneficiary  association 
because  neither  the  employees  nor  an 
independent  trustee  have  any  control  over 
the  Fund’s  assets  or  operation. 

Example  (4).  W,  an  association  of 
employers,  is  exempt  from  federal  income  tax 
as  an  organization  described  in  section 
501(c)(6).  It  engages  trienially  in  collective 
bargaining  with  X  labor  union,  a  recognized 
bargaining  agent  on  behalf  of  certain 
unionized  employees.  Pursuant  to  the  most 
recent  bargaining  agreement,  W  became 
obligated  to  pay  certain  health-care  expenses 
incurred  by  members  of  X  who  are  employed 
by  employer-members  of  W.  To  fulfill  the 
employers’  obligation,  a  Fund  is  established 
by  W.  W  administers  the  fund,  assessing  and 
collecting  contributions  from  its  employer- 
members  and  reimbursing  its  members,  on 
application  by  them,  for  health-care  benefits 
paid  by  the  members  to  their  members’ 
employees  as  stipulated  in  the  collective 
bargaining  agreement.  The  Fund  established 
by  W  is  not  a  voluntary  employees’ 
beneficiary  association  because  it  is  not 
controlled  by  the  X  labor  union  or  its 
members  and  therefore  is  not  an  association 
of  "employees”.  Instead,  it  is  an  association 
of  employers  that  was  established  and  is 
controlled  by  them  in  order  to  fulfill  their 
obligations  under  the  collective  bargaining 
agreement. 

Example  (5).  A,  an  individual,  is  the 
incorporator  and  chief  operating  officer  of 
Lawyers’  Beneficiary  Association  (LBA).  LBA 
is  engaged  in  the  business  of  providing 
medical  benefits  to  members  of  the 
Association  and  their  families.  Membership 
is  open  only  to  practicing  lawyers  who  are 
neither  self-employed  nor  partners  in  a  law 
firm.  Membership  in  LBA  is  solicited  by 
insurance  agents  under  the  control  of  X 
Corporation  (owned  by  A)  which,  by  contract 
with  LBA,  is  the  exclusive  sales  agent. 
Medical  benefits  are  paid  from  a  trust 
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account  containing  periodic  "contributions" 
paid  by  the  members,  together  with  proceeds 
from  the  investment  of  those  contributions. 
Contribution  and  benefit  levels  are  set  by 
LBA.  The  "members"  of  LBA  do  not  hold 
meetings,  have  no  right  to  elect  officers  or 
directors  of  the  Association,  and  no  right  to 
replace  trustees.  Collectively,  the  subscribers 
for  medical  benefits  from  LBA  cannot  be  said 
to  control  the  associations  and  membership  is 
neither  more  than  nor  different  from  the 
purchase  of  an  insurance  policy  from  a  stock 
insurance  company.  LBA  is  not  a  voluntary 
employees’  beneficiary  association. 

§  1.501(c)(9)-3  Voluntary  employees' 
beneficiary  associations;  life,  sick, 
accident,  or  other  benefits.  - 

(a)  In  general.  The  life,  sick,  accident, 
or  other  benefits  provided  by  a 
voluntary  employees’  beneficiary 
association  must  be  payable  to  its 
members,  their  dependents,  or  their 
designated  beneficiaries.  For  purposes 
of  section  501(c)(9),  “dependent”  means 
the  member’s  spouse,  any  child  of  the 
member  or  the  member’s  spouse,  and 
any  other  individual  who  an  association, 
relying  on  information  furnished  to  it  by 
a  member,  in  good  faith  believes  is  a 
person  described  in  section  152(a).  Life, 
sick,  accident,  or  other  benefits  may 
take  the  form  of  cash  or  noncash 
benefits.  A  voluntary  employees’ 
beneficiary  association  is  not  operated 
for  the  purpose  of  providing  life,  sick, 
accident,  or  other  benefits  unless 
substantially  all  of  its  operations  are  in 
furtherance  of  the  provision  of  such 
benefits.  Further,  an  organization  is  not 
described  in  this  section  if  it 
systematically  and  knowingly  provides 
benefits  (of  more  than  a  de  minimis 
amount)  that  are  not  permitted  by 
paragraphs  (b),  (c),  (d),.or  (e)  of  this 
section. 

(b)  Life  benefits.  The  term  “life 
benefit”  means  a  benefit  (including  a 
burial  benefit  or  a  wreath)  payable  by 
reason  of  the  death  of  a  member  or 
dependent.  A  "life  benefit”  may  be 
provided  directly  or  through  insurance. 

It  generally  must  consist  of  current 
protection,  but  also  may  include  a  right 
to  convert  to  individual  coverage  on 
termination  of  eligibility  for  coverage 
through  the  association,  or  a  permanent 
benefit  as  defined  in,  and  subject  to  the 
conditions  in.  the  regulations  under 
section  79.  A  “life  benefit”  also  includes 
the  benefit  provided  under  any  life 
insurance  contract  purchased  directly 
from  an  employee-funded  association  by 
a  member.  The  term  “life  benefit”  does 
not  include  a  pension,  annuity  or  similar 
benefit,  except  that  a  benefit  payable  by 
reason  of  the  death  of  an  insured  may 
be  settled  in  the  form  of  an  annuity  to 
the  beneficiary. 


(c)  Sick  and  accident  benefits.  The 
term  "sick  and  accident  benefits”  means 
amounts  furnished  to  or  on  behalf  of  a 
member  or  a  member’s  dependents  in 
the  event  of  illness  or  personal  injury  to 
a  member  or  dependent.  Such  benefits 
may  be  provided  through  reimbursement 
to  a  member  or  a  member’s  dependents 
for  amounts  expended  because  of  illness 
or  personal  injury,  or  through  the 
payment  of  premiums  to  a  medical 
benefit  or  health  insurance  program. 
Similarly,  a  sick  and  accident  benefit 
includes  an  amount  paid  to  a  member  in 
lieu  of  income  during  a  period  in  which 
the  member  is  unable  to  work  due  to 
sickness  or  injury.  Sick  benefits  also 
include  benefits  designed  to  safeguard 
or  improve  the  health  of  members  and 
their  dependents.  Sick  and  accident 
benefits  may  be  provided. directly  by  an 
association  to  or  on  behalf  of  members 
and  their  dependents,  or  may  be 
provided  indirectly  by  an  association 
through  the  payment  of  premiums  or 
fees  to  an  insurance  company,  medical 
clinic,  or  other  program  under  which 
members  and  their  dependents  are 
entitled  to  medical  services  or  to  other 
sick  and  accident  benefits.  Sick  and 
accident  benefits  may  also  be  furnished 
in  noncash  form,  such  as,  for  example, 
benefits  in  the  nature  of  clinical  care 
services  by  visiting  nurses,  and 
transportation  furnished  for  medical 
care. 

(d)  Other  benefits.  The  term  “other 
benefits”  includes  only  benefits  that  are 
similar  to  life,  sick,  or  accident  benefits. 
A  benefit  is  similar  to  a  life,  sick,  or 
accident  benefit  if — 

(1)  It  is  intended  to  safeguard  or 
improve  the  health  of  a  member  or  a 
member’s  dependents,  or 

(2)  It  protects  against  a  contingency 
that  interrupts  or  impairs  a  member’s 
earning  power. 

(e)  Examples  of  "other benefits". 
Paying  vacation  benefits,  providing 
vacation  facilities,  reimbursing  vacation 
expenses,  and  subsidizing  recreational 
activities  such  as  athletic  leagues  are 
considered  “other  benefits.”  The 
provision  of  child  care  facilities  for 
preschool  and  school-age  dependents 
are  also  considered  “other  benefits.” 

The  provision  of  job  readjustment 
allowances,  temporary  living  expense 
loans  and  grants  at  times  of  disaster 
(such  as  fire  or  flood),  supplemental 
unemployment  compensation  benefits 
(as  defined  in  section  501(c)(17)(D)(i)  of 
the  Code),  severance  benefits  (under  a 
severance  pay  plan  within  the  meaning 
of  29  CFR  2510.3-2(b))  and  education  or 
training  benefits  or  courses  (such  as 
apprentice  training  programs)  for 
members,  are  considered  “other 
benefits”  because  they  protect  against  a 


contingency  that  interrupts  earning 
power.  Personal  legal  service  benefits 
are  considered  “other  benefits” 
provided  they  consist  solely  of 
payments  or  credits  to  one  or  more 
organizations  or  trusts  described  in 
section  501(c)(20).  Except  to  the  extent 
otherwise  provided  in  these  regulations, 
as  amended  from  time  to  time,  "other 
benefits”  also  include  any  benefit 
provided  in  the  manner  permitted  by 
paragraphs  (5)  et  seq.  of  section  302(c)  of 
the  Labor  Management  Relations  Act  of 
1947,  61  Stat.  136,  as  amended,  29  U.S.C. 
186(c)  (1979). 

(f)  Examples  of  nonqualifying 
benefits.  Benefits  that  are  not  described 
in  paragraphs  (d)  or  (e)  of  this  section 
are  not  “other  benefits”.  Thus,  “other 
benefits”  do  not  include  the  payment  of 
commuting  expenses,  such  as  bridge 
tolls  or  train  fares,  the  provision  of 
accident  or  homeowner’s  insurance 
benefits  for  damage  to  property,  the 
provision  of  malpractice  insurance,  or 
the  provision  of  loans  to  members 
except  in  times  of  distress  (as  permitted 
by  §  1.501(c)(9)— 3(e)).  “Other  benefits” 
also  do  not  include  the  provision  of 
savings  facilities  for  members.  The  term 
“other  benefits”  does  not  include  any 
benefit  that  is  similar  to  a  pension  or 
annuity  payable  at  the  time  of 
mandatory  or  voluntary  retirement,  or  a 
benefit  that  is  similar  to  the  benefit 
provided  under  a  stock  bonus  or  profit- 
sharing  plan.  For  the  purposes  of  section 
501(c)(9)  and  these  regulations  a  benefit 
will  be  considered  similar  to  that 
provided  under  a  profit-sharing  plan  if  it 
provides  for  deferred  compensation  that 
becomes  payable  by  reason  of  the 
passage  of  time,  rather  than  as  the  result 
of  an  unanticipated  event.  Thus,  for 
example,  supplemental  unemployment 
benefits,  which  generally  become 
payable  by  reason  of  unanticipated 
layoff,  are  not,  for  purposes  of  these 
regulations,  considered  similar  to  the 
benefit  provided  under  a  profit-sharing 
plan. 

(g)  Examples.  The  provisions  of  this 
section  may  be  further  illustrated  by  the 
following  examples: 

Example  (1).  V  was  organized  in 
connection  with  a  vacation  plan  created 
pursuant  to  a  collective  bargaining  agreement 
between  M,  a  labor  union,  which  represents 
certain  hourly  paid  employees  of  T 
corporation,  and  T.  The  agreement  calls  for 
the  payment  by  T  to  V  of  a  specified  sum  per 
hour  worked  by  T  employees  who  are 
covered  by  the  collective  bargaining 
agreement.  While  such  amounts  are  paid 
directly  by  T  to  V,  they  are  included  in  the 
covered  employees’  wages  and  are  subject  to 
withholding  for  income  and  FICA  taxes.  The 
amounts  are  paid  by  T  to  V  to  provide 
vacation  benefits  provided  under  the 
collective  bargaining  agreement.  Generally, 
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each  covered  employee  receives  a  check  in 
payment  of  his  or  her  vacation  benefit  during 
the  year  following  the  year  in  which 
contributions  were  made  by  T  to  V.  The 
amount  of  the  vacation  benefit  is  determined 
by  reference  to  the  contributions  during  the 
prior  year  to  V  by  T  on  behalf  of  each 
employee,  and  is  distributed  in  cash  to  each 
such  employee.  If  the  earnings  on 
investments  by  V  during  the  year  preceding 
distribution  are  sufficient  after  deducting  the 
expenses  of  administering  the  plan,  each 
recipient  of  a  vacation  benefit  is  paid  an 
amount,  in  addition  to  the  contributions  on 
his  or  her  behalf,  equal  to  his/her  ratable 
share  of  the  net  earnings  of  V  during  such 
year.  The  plan  provides  a  vacation  benefit 
that  constitutes  an  eligible  "other  benefit" 
described  in  section  501(c)(9)  and 
§  1.501(c)(9)-3(e). 

Example  (2).  The  facts  are  the  same  as  in 
Example  (1),  except  that  each  covered 
employee  of  T  is  entitled,  at  his  or  her 
discretion,  to  contribute  up  to  an  additional 
$1,000  each  year  to  V,  which  agrees  in  respect 
of  such  sum  to  pay  interest  at  a  stated  rate 
from  the  time  of  contribution  until  the  time  at 
which  the  contributing  employee’s  vacation 
benefit  is  distributed.  In  addition,  each 
employee  may  elect  to  leave  all  or  a  portion 
of  his/or  distributable  benefit  on  deposit  past 
the  time  of  distribution,  in  which  case  interest 
will  continue  to  accrue.  Because  the  plan 
more  closely  resembles  a  savings 
arrangement  than  a  vacation  plan,  the  benefit 
payable  to  the  covered  employees  of  T  is  not 
a  “vacation  benefit”  and  is  not  an  eligible 
"other  benefit”  described  in  section  501(c)(9) 
and  §  1.501(c)(9)— 3(d)  or  (e). 

§  1.501(c)(9)-4  Voluntary  employees 
beneficiary  associations,  inurement. 

(a)  General  hile.  No  part  of  the  net 
earnings  of  an  employee’  association 
may  inure  to  the  benefit  of  any  private 
shareholder  or  individual  other  than 
through  the  payment  of  benefits 
permitted  by  §  1.501(c)(9)— 3.  The 
disposition  of  property  to,  or  the 
performance  of  services  for,  a  person  for 
less  than  the  greater  of  fair  market 
value,  or  cost  (including  indirect  costs) 
to  the  association,  other  than  as  a  life, 
sick,  accident  or  other  permissible 
benefit,  constitutes  prohibited 
inurement.  Generally,  the  payment  of 
unreasonable  compensation  to  the 
trustees  or  employees  of  the  association, 
or  the  purchase  of  insurance  or  services 
for  amounts  in  excess  of  their  fair 
market  value  from  a  company  in  which 
one  or  more  of  the  association’s 
trustees,  officers  or  fiduciaries  has  an 
interest,  will  constitute  prohibited 
inurement.  Whether  prohibited 
inurement  has  occurred  is  a  question  to 
be  determined  with  regard  to  all  of  the 
facts  and  circumstances,  taking  into 
account  the  guidelines  set  forth  in  this 
section.  The  guidelines  and  examples 
contained  in  this  section  are  not  an 
exhaustive  list  of  the  activities  that  may 
constitute  prohibited  inurement,  or  the 


persons  to  whom  the  association’s 
earnings  could  impermissibly  inure.  See 
§  1.501(a)— 1(c). 

(b)  Disproportionate  benefits.  For 
purposes  of  subsection  (a),  the  payment 
to  any  member  of  disproportionate 
benefits  will  not  be  considered  a  benefit 
within  the  meaning  of  §  1.501(c)(9)-3 
even  though  the  benefit  otherwise  is  one 
of  the  type  permitted  by  that  section.  For 
example,  the  payment  to  highly 
compensated  personnel  of  benefits  that 
are  disproportionate  in  relation  to 
benefits  received  by  other  members  of 
the  association  will  constitute 
prohibited  inurement.  Also,  the  payment 
to  similarly  situated  employees  of 
benefits  that  differ  in  kind  or  amount 
will  constitute  prohibited  inurement 
unless  the  difference  can  be  justified  on 
the  basis  of  objective  and  reasonable 
standards  adopted  by  the  association  or 
on  the  basis  of  standards  adopted 
pursuant  to  the  terms  of  a  collective 
bargaining  agreement. 

(c)  Rebates.  The  rebate  of  excess 
insurance  premiums  to  the  payor  of  such 
premiums,  based  on  the  mortality  or 
morbidity  experience  of  the  insurer, 
does  not  constitute  prohibited 
inurement.  A  voluntary  employees’ 
beneficiary  association  may  also  make 
administrative  adjustments  strictly 
incidental  to  the  provision  of  benefits  to 
its  members. 

(d)  Dissolution  of  the  association.  A 
distribution  to  members  upon  the 
dissolution  of  the  association  will  not 
constitute  prohibited  inurement  if  the 
amounts  distributed  to  members  are 
determined  pursuant  to  the  terms  of  a 
collective  bargaining  agreement  or  on 
the  basis  of  objective  and  reasonable 
standards  which  do  not  result  in  either 
disproportionate  payments  to  similarly 
situated  members  or  discrimination  in 
favor  of  officers,  shareholders  or  highly 
compensated  employees  of  an  employer 
contributing  or  otherwise  funding  the 
employees’  association.  However,  if  the 
association’s  corporate  charter,  articles 
of  association,  trust  instrument,  or  other 
written  instrument  by  which  the 
association  was  created,  as  amended 
from  time  to  time,  provides  that  on 
dissolution  its  assets  will  be  distributed 
to  its  members’  contributing  employers, 
or  if  in  the  absence  of  such  provision  the 
law  of  the  State  in  which  the  association 
was  created  provides  for  such 
distribution  to  the  contributing 
employers,  the  association  is  not  . 
described  in  section  501(c)(9). 

(e)  Example.  The  provisions  of  this 
section  may  be  illustrated  by  the 
following  example: 

Example,  employees  A  and  B,  members  of 
the  X  voluntary  employees’  beneficiary 


association,  are  unemployed.  Both  A  and  B 
receive  unemployment  benefits  from  X,  but 
those  to  A  include  an  amount  in  addition  to 
those  provided  to  B,  to  provide  for  A's 
retraining.  B  has  been  found  pursuant  to 
objective  and  reasonable  standards  not  to 
qualify  for,  or  has  declined,  X's  retraining 
program.  X’s  additional  payment  to  A  for 
retraining  does  not  constitute  prohibited 
inurement. 

§  1.50 1(c)(9)- 5  Voluntary  employees’ 
beneficiary  associations;  recordkeeping 
requirements.  , 

(a)  Records.  In  addition  to  such  other 
records  which  may  be  required  (for 
example,  by  section  512(a)(3)  and  the 
regulations  thereunder),  every 
organization  described  in  section 
501(c)(9)  must  maintain  records 
indicating  the  amount  contributed  by 
each  member  and  contributing 
employer,  and  the  amount  and  type  of 
benefits  paid  by  the  organization  to  or 
on  behalf  of  each  member. 

(b)  Cross  reference.  For  provisions 
relating  to  annual  information  returns 
with  respect  to  payments,  see  section 
6041  and  the  regulations  thereunder. 

§  1.501(cM9)-6  Voluntary  employees’ 
beneficiary  associations;  benefits  includible 
in  gross  income. 

(a)  In  general.  Cash  and  noncash 
benefits  realized  by  a  person  on  account 
of  the  activities  of  an  organization 
described  in  section  501(c)(9)  shall  be 
included  in  gross  income  to  the  extent 
provided  in  the  Internal  Revenue  Code 
of  1954,  including,  but  not  limited  to, 
sections  61,  72, 101, 104  and  105  of  the 
Code  and  regulations  thereunder. 

(b)  Availability  of  statutory 
exclusions  from  gross  income.  The 
availability  of  any  statutory  exclusion 
from  gross  income  with  respect  to 
contributions  to,  or  the  payment  of 
benefits  from,  an  organization  described 
in  section  501(c)(9)  is  determined  by  the 
statutory  provision  conferring  the 
exclusion,  and  the  regulations  and 
rulings  thereunder,  not  by  whether  an 
individual  is  eligible  for  membership  in 
the  organization.  Thus,  for  example,  if  a 
benefit  is  paid  by  an  employer-funded 
organization  described  in  section 
501(c)(9)  to  a  member  who  is  not  an 
‘‘employee,’’  a  statutory  exclusion  from 
gross  income  that  is  available  only  for 
"employees”  would  be  unavailable  in 
the  case  of  a  benefit  paid  to  such 
individual. 

§  1.501(c)(9)-7  Voluntary  employees’ 
beneficiary  associations;  section  3(4)  of 
ERISA. 

The  term  “voluntary  employees’ 
beneficiary  association”  in  section 
501(c)(9)  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  is 
not  necessarily  coextensive  with  the 
term  "employees’  beneficiary 
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association”  as  used  in  section  3(4)  of 
the  Employee  Retirement  Income 
Security  Act  of  1974  (ERISA),  29  U.S.C. 
1002(4),  and  the  requirements  which  an 
organization  must  meet  to  be  an 
“employees’  beneficiary  association" 
within  the  meaning  of  section  3(4)  of 
ERISA  are  not  necessarily  identical  to 
the  requirements  that  an  organization 
must  meet  in  order  to  be  a  “voluntary 
employees’  beneficiary  association” 
within  the  meaning  of  section  501(c)(9) 
of  the  Code. 

§  1.501(c)(9)— 8  Voluntary  employees' 
beneficiary  associations;  effective  date. 

(a)  General  rule.  Except  as  otherwise 
provided  in  this  section,  the  provisions 
of  §  §  1.501(c)(9)-l  through  7  shall  apply 
with  respect  to  taxable  years  beginning 
after  December  31, 1954. 

(b)  Pre-1970  taxable  years.  For 
taxable  years  beginning  before  January 
1, 1970,  section  501(c)(9)(B)  (relating  to 
the  requirement  that  85  percent  or  more 
of  the  association's  income  consist  of 
amounts  collected  from  members  and 
contributed  by  employers),  as  in  effect 
for  such  years,  shall  apply. 

(c)  Existing  associations.  Except  as 
otherwise  provided  in  subsection  (d), 
the  provisions  of  §  §  1.501(c)(9)— 2(a)(1) 
and  -2(c)(3),  to  the  extent  they  impose 
more  stringent  requirements  than 
regulations  proposed  on  January  23, 1969 
(34  FR  1028),  shall  apply  only  with 
respect  to  taxable  years  beginning  after 
December  31, 1980. 

(d)  Collectively-bargained  plans.  In 
the  case  of  a  voluntary  employees’ 
beneficiary  association  which  receives 
contributions  from  one  or  more 
employers  pursuant  to  one  or  more 
collective  bargaining  agreements  in 
effect  on  December  31, 1980,  the 
provisions  of  §§  1.501(c)(9}4  through  5 
shall  apply  with  respect  to  taxable  years 
beginning  after  the  date  on  which  the 
agreement  terminates  (determined 
without  regard  to  any  extension  thereof 
agreed  to  after  December  31, 1980). 

(e)  Election.  Notwithstanding 
paragraphs  (c)  or  (d)  of  this  section,  an 
organization  may  choose  to  be  subject 
to  all  or  a  portion  of  one  or  more  of  the 
provisions  of  these  regulations  for  any 
taxable  year  beginning  after  December 
31, 1954. 

Jerome  Kurtz, 

Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue. 

(FR  Doc.  80-21271  Filed  7-14-80;  11:34  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 
Coast  Guard 
33  CFR  Part  175 
[CGD  78-163] 

Exception  From  PFD  Carriage 
Requirement  for  Sailboards 

AGENCY:  Coast  Guard,  DOT. 
action:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  The  Coast  Guard  is  proposing 
to  except  operators  of  certain  sailboards 
from  the  requirement  to  carry  personal 
flotation  devices.  This  action  is 
prompted  by  the  safety  record  and 
popular  acceptance  of  an  exemption 
from  the  requirement  granted  to  one 
manufacturer  of  a  sailboard. 
dates:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  October  15, 1980. 

ADDRESSES:  Comments  should  be 
mailed  to  Commandant  (G-CMC/24), 

U.S.  Coast  Guard  Headquarters, 
Washington,  D.C.  20593.  Between  the 
hours  of  7:30  a.m.  and  5:00  p.m.,  Monday 
through  Thursday,  comments  may  be 
delivered  to  and  will  be  available  for 
examination  at  the  Marine  Safety 
Council  (G-CMC/24),  Room  2418,  U.S. 
Coast  Guard  Headquarters,  Washington, 
D.C.  20593. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

LCDR  Harry  F.  Schmecht,  Office  of 
Boating  Safety,  (G-BLC-3/42),  Room 
4308,  U.S.  Coast  Guard  Headquarters, 
2100  Second  Street  SW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20593.  Telephone  (202)  426-4176. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  submit 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments. 
Written  comments  should  include  the 
docket  number  (CGD  78-163),  and  the 
name  and  address  of  the  person 
submitting  the  comments.  Persons 
desiring  acknowledgment  that  their 
comment  has  been  received  should 
enclose  a  stamped,  self-addressed 
postcard  or  envelope.  The  National 
Boating  Safety  Advisory  Council  has 
been  consulted  and  its  opinions  and 
advice  have  been  considered  in  this 
matter.  The  transcript  of  the  proceedings 
of  the  meetings  of  the  National  Boating 
Safety  Advisory  Council  at  which  the 
review  of  the  exemption  was  discussed 
is  available  for  examination  in  Room 
4224,  U.S.  Coast  Guard  Headquarters, 
2100  Second  Street  SW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20593.  The  minutes  of  the  meeting 
are  available  from  the  Executive 
Director,  National  Boating  Safety 
Advisory  Council,  c/o  Commandant  (G- 
BA/42),  U.S.  Coast  Guard,  Washington, 
D.C. 20593. 


This  proposal  has  been  prepared  and 
reviewed,  and  ianot  considered 
significant,  under  the  Department  of 
Transportation’s  “Regulatory  Policies 
and  Procedures”  (44  FR  11034,  February 
26, 1979).  A  draft  evaluation  has  been 
prepared  and  is  included  in  the  public 
docket.  A  copy  of  the  draft  evaluation 
may  be  obtained  from  the  Commandant 
(G-CMC/24),  CGD  78-163,  U.S.  Coast 
Guard,  Washington,  D.C.  20593. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  persons  involved  in 
drafting  this  notice  are:  LTJG  John 
Coleman,  Project  Manager,  Office  of 
Boating  Safety,  and  Ms.  Mary  Ann 
McCabe,  Project  Attorney,  Office  of  the 
Chief  Counsel. 

Background 

On  March  29, 1979,  the  Coast  Guard 
published  an  Advance  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rulemaking  (44  FR  18765) 
expressing  its  intent  to  review  the 
individual  exemption  granted  to 
Windsurfing  International,  Inc.  on 
February  18, 1973,  and  to  possibly 
expand  the  exemption  to  include  all 
sailboard  manufacturers.  Windsurfer 
sailboards  manufactured  by 
Windsurfing  International,  Inc.  were 
exempted  from  the  requirement  in  33 
CFR  175.15  that  a  personal  flotation 
device  (PFD)  of  any  type  be  carried  for 
each  person  on  board  a  recreational 
boat. 

The  ANPRM  solicited  public 

*  participation  and  views  on  several 
questions,  particularly  the  following: 

(a)  The  safety  aspects  of  the 
exemption:  whether  there  was  any 
evidence  or  data  to  show  that  failure  of 
operators  to  carry  a  PFD  on  Windsurfers 
results  in  injuries  or  fatalities  or  other 
significant  safety  problems? 

(b)  Enforcement  problems:  what,  if 
any,  problems  have  state  boating  law 
enforcement  officials  encountered 
because  of  the  exemption  and  what 
problems  might  be  anticipated  if  the 
exemption  is  continued  or  expanded? 

Discussion  of  Comments  Received  on 
ANPRM 

Fifty-one  comments  were  received.  Of 
these,  thirty-five  generally  approved  of 

*  the  existing  exemption  and  fourteen  did 
not.  Of  those  commenters  who  approved 
of  the  existing  exemption,  twenty-seven 
were  individuals  or  representatives  of 
groups  who  identified  themselves  as 
sailboard  or  windsurfer  users.  No 
sailboard  or  Windsurfer  user  was 
opposed  to  the  exemption. 
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Four  comments  recommending 
termination  of  the  exemption  were 
received  from  state  marine  law 
enforcement  agencies.  In  addition,  the 
Coast  Guard  receive  a  resolution  from 
the  National  Association  of  State 
Boating  Law  Administrators  which 
urged  the  Coast  Guard  to  terminate  the 
exemption.  Those  not  in  favor  of 
continuing  the  exemption  had  three 
basic  arguments. 

1.  The  exemption  from  PFD  carriage 
is  in  itself  a  poor  safety  practice.  The 
sailboard  user  is  more  likely  to  end  up  in 
the  water  than  the  more  typical  boater 
and  has  more  need  for  the  protection  the 
PFD  provides. 

2.  The  exemption  confuses  other 
boaters  about  proper  safety  practices. 
The  sailboard  operator  without  a  PFD 
influences  other  operators  of  small 
sailboats  to  do  likewise. 

3.  The  exemption  confuses  the  job  of 
the  enforcement  officer.  Not  only  does 
the  enforcement  officer  have  to  deal 
with  those  people  influenced  as 
described  above,  but  they  also  must  be 
made  aware  of  the  exemption  by  their 
supervisors.  They  must  be  able,  if 
necessary,  to  explain  the  exemption, 
and  its  reasoning  and  applicability,  to 
boaters,  local  government  and  court 
officials.  There  were  three  reasons  put 
forth  by  most  commenters  who  favored 
continuing  the  exemption.  These  were: 

1.  There  is  no  space  on  board  a 
sailboard  for  PFD  carriage,  and  when 
worn,  PFD’s  at  the  very  least  are  an 
encumbrance  and  at  the  very  most  a 
safety  hazard.  The  safety  hazard  exists, 
some  commenters  claim,  because  (a)  the 
PFD  interfered  with  the  operator’s 
maneuverability  on  the  board;  (b)  the 
PFD  limits  the  fallen  operator’s  ability  to 
get  free  of  the  falling  sail  and  in  surf  get 
away  from  the  board  itself;  and  (c)  the 
PFD  interfered  with  genuinely  useful 
safety  devices  such  as  a  wet  suit  which 
protects  against  hypothermia  and  a 
harness  which  provides  relief  from 
exhaustion. 

2.  The  sailboard  as  a  buoyant  device 
provides  more  protection  than  a  PFD 
could.  When  the  operator  falls  from  the 
board,  the  free  sail  system  collapses  into 
the  water,  and  acts  as  a  sea  anchor, 
keeping  the  board  within  several 
swimming  strokes  of  the  fallen  operator. 

3.  There  is  no  history  of  drowning 
from  sailboards  to  justify  requiring 
carriage  of  PFD’s  at  this  time. 

Conclusions 

1.  There  is  no  data,  either  submitted 
or  in  the  Coast  Guard  Hies,  that 
indicates  that  not  carrying  a  PFD  on  a 
sailboard  is  a  significant  safety  hazard. 

2.  There  is  only  speculative  evidence 


that  this  regulation  would  mislead  or 
confuse  boaters  especially  if  we  publish 
the  special  treatment  allowed  sailboards 
and  the  reasoning. 

3.  There  is  no  evidence  that  this 
regulation  will  complicate  the  job  of  law 
enforcement. 

4.  Expanding  the  exemption  will  have 
no  anticipated  adverse  effects  on 
boating  safety. 

The  Coast  Guard  recognizes  that  the 
sailboard  user  is  more  likely  to  end  up  in 
the  water  than  the  typical  boater. 
However,  the  Coast  Guard  does  not 
believe  that  this  justifies  what  would  be 
a  wearer  requirement.  Sailboarding  is  a 
water  sport  such  as  surfing  in  which  the 
enthusiast  expects  to  be,  at  some  time, 
in  the  water  and  is  emotionally  and 
physically  prepared  for  that  immersion. 
Therefore,  the  Coast  Guard  has  decided 
to  continue  the  exemption  granted  to 
Windsurfer  International,  Inc. 

Discussion  of  Proposed  Regulation 

In  addition,  to  better  inform  the  public 
and  to  extend  the  exemption  to  all 
Windsurfer-like  vessels  the  Coast  Guard 
proposes  to  except  sailboards  from  the 
PFT*  carriage  requirement  in  33  CFR 
175.15.  The  Coast  Guard  in  its  exception 
proposes  to  use  the  term  “sailboard” 
and  to  include  all  boards  similar  to  the 
Windsurfer.  The  important 
characteristic  is  that  the  vessel  uses  a 
free  sail  system. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
Coast  Guard  proposes  to  amend  Part  175 
of  Title  33  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  as  follows: 

1.  By  adding  paragraphs  (c)  and  (d]  to 
§  175.13  as  follows: 

§175.13  Definitions. 

*  *  *  *  * 

(c)  "Sailboard"  means  a  surfboard 
type  vesel  with  no  freeboard  and  using  a 
free  sail  system. 

(d)  A  “free  sail  system”  means  a 
swivel  mounted  mast  not  secured  to  a 
hull  by  guys  or  stays. 

1.  By  revising  paragraph  (a)  of  §  175.17 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  175.17  Exceptions. 

(a)  The  operator  of  a  sailboard  using  a 
free  sail  system  need  not  comply  with 
§  175.15. 

***** 

Dated  July  7, 1980. 

V.  W.  Driggers, 

Captain,  U.S.  Coast  Guard,  Acting  Chief, 
Office  of  Boating  Safety.  • 

(FR  Doc.  80-21010  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  4910-14-M 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

40  CFR  Part  52 

[FRL  1540-1] 

Approval  and  Promulgation  of 
Implementation  Plans;  Ohio 

agency:  U.S.  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (USEPA). 
action:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  The  United  States 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
(USEPA)  is  proposing  to  approve  a 
revision  to  the  Ohio  State 
Implementation  Plan  (SIP)  for  sulfur 
dioxide  (SOs)  as  it  applies  to  the 
Youngstown  Sheet  and  Tube  Company 
(YST),  Mahoning  County,  Ohio.  The 
purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  invite  public 
comment  on  the  USEPA  proposed 
revision. 

dates:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  August  18, 1980.  Requests  for  a 
public  hearing  on  this  revision  must  be 
received  no  later  than  August  1, 1980. 
ADDRESSES:  Comments  and  requests  for 
a  hearing  should  be  submitted  to  Gary 
Gulezian,  Chief,  Regulatory  Analysis 
Section,  USEPA,  Region  V,  230  South 
Dearborn  Street,  Chicago,  Illinois  60604. 
The  docket  (#5A-80-4)  for  this  proposed 
revision  is  available  for  inspection  and 
copying  during  normal  business  hours  at 
the  above  address  and  at  the  Central 
Docket  Section,  Room  2903B,  USEPA, 

401  M  Street,  SW.,  Washington,  DC 
20460. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Debra  Marcantonio,  Regulatory 
Analysis  Section,  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  230  South  Dearborn 
Street,  Chicago,  Illinois  60604,  (312)  886- 
6039. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 

August  27, 1976  (41  FR  36324),  the 
USEPA  promulgated  regulations 
establishing  the  SIP  for  control  of  sulfur 
dioxide  for  the  State  of  Ohio.  The 
regulations  for  Mahoning  County  were 
amended  on  May  31, 1977  (42  FR  27588). 

The  USEPA  proposes  to  revise  the 
Federally  promulgated  Ohio  State 
Implementation  Plan  (SIP)  for  sulfur 
dioxide  as  it  applies  to  the  sources 
owned  by  Youngstown  Sheet  and  Tube 
Company  (YST),  Mahoning  County, 
Ohio.  YST  owns  and  operates  steel 
production  sources  at  its  Brier  Hill, 
Campbell,  and  Struthers  facilities 
located  in  Mahoning  County,  Ohio. 

On  November  9, 1978,  YST  petitioned 
USEPA  for  a  revision  to  the  Federally 
promulgated  sulfur  dioxide  plan  for  its 
Youngstown  district  facilities.  YST 
requested  three  changes:  (1)  To 
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reclassify  Mahoning  County,  Ohio  as  an 
attainment  area  for  sulfur  dioxide,  (2)  to 
allow  its  operating  sources  of  sulfur 
dioxide  emissions  status  quo  emission 
limitations,  and  (3)  to  assign  the  specific 
processes  that  have  been  permanently 
shut  down  an  emission  limitation  of 
zero.  On  October  9, 1979  (44  FR  57929), 
USEPA  reclassified  Mahoning  County  as 
an  attainment  area  for  sulfur  dioxide. 
The  redesignation  was  based  on 
ambient  air  monitoring  data  collected 
over  several  years  and  USEPA’s 
“rollback”  modeling.  On  December  5, 
1979,  YST  modified  its  revision  request 
to  reflect  the  permanent  shut  down  of 
the  spike  machine  and  to  update  status 
quo  emissions. 

The  YST  facilities  and  the  majority  of 
adjacent  sulfur  dioxide  sources  are 
located  in  the  Mahoning  River  Valley. 
Prior  USEPA  efforts  to  model  the  area 
by  dispersion  modeling  failed  to 
correlate  the  predicted  concentrations 
with  actual  ambient  air  monitoring  data. 
It  was  for  this  reason  that  USEPA 
applied  a  “rollback”  model  to  set  the 
existing  emission  limitations.  The 
rollback  model  uses  a  direct  linear 
relationship  between  the  measured  air 
quality  concentration  and  actual  S02 
emissions. 

To  support  the  proposed  YST 
emission  limitations,  ambient  SO* 
monitoring  data  from  1977, 1978,  and 
1979  and  die  USEPA’s  modified  rollback 
modeling  methodology  were  employed. 
While  the  rollback  methodology  is  the 
same  as  that  used  previously  by  the 
USEPA  in  developing  the  original  YST 
regulations,  the  monitoring  data  reflect 
more  current  air  quality  levels.  Based  on 
the  ambient  air  quality  data  and 
USEPA’s  modified  rollback  model,  the 
proposed  SIP  revision  will  not 
jeopardize  the  attainment  and 
maintenance  of  the  National  Ambient 
Air  Quality  Standards  (NAAQS). 

USEPA  therefore  proposes  to  amend  the 
existing  sulfur  dioxide  emission 
limitations  as  they  apply  to  YST’s  Brier 
Hill  Works,  Campbell  Works,  and 
Struthers  Works.  Final  promulgation  of 
this  revision  will  follow  analysis  of  the 
comments  received  and  will  depend  on 
consistency  with  Section  110  of  the 
Clean  Air  Act. 

Under  Executive  Order  12044  (43  FR 
12861),  USEPA  is  required  to  judge 
whether  a  regulation  is  "significant” 
and,  therefore,  subject  to  certain 
procedural  requirements  of  the  Order  or 
whether  it  may  follow  other  specialized 
development  procedures.  USEPA  labels 
these  other  regulations,  “specialized".  I 
have  reviewed  this  proposed  regulation 
pursuant  to  the  guidance  in  USEPA's 
response  to  Executive  Order  12044, 


“Improving  Environmental  Regulations,” 
signed  March  29, 1979  by  the 
Administrator  and  I  have  determined 
that  it  is  a  specialized  regulation  not 
subject  to  the  procedural  requirements 
of  Executive  Order  12044. 

Part  52  of  Chapter  I,  Title  40  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  proposed 
to  be  amended  by  adding 
§  52.1881(b)(40)(viii)  and  (b)(40)(ix): 

Subpart  KK— Ohio 

1.  Section  52.1881  is  amended  as 
follows: 

§  52.1881  Control  strategy:  Sulfur  oxides 
(sulfur  dioxide). 

***** 

(b)  Regulations  for  the  control  of 
sulfur  dioxide  in  the  State  of  Ohio 
***** 

(40)  In  Mahoning  County  *  *  * 
***** 

(viii)  The  Youngstown  Sheet  and  Tube 
Company  or  any  subsequent  owner  or 
operator  of  the  Brier  Hill  Works  located 
in  Mahoning  County,  Ohio  shall  not 
cause  or  permit  the  emission  of  sulfur 
dioxide  from  any  stack  in  excess  of  0.00 
pound  sulfur  dioxide  per  million  BTU 
actual  heat  input. 

***** 

(ix)  The  Youngstown  Sheet  and  Tube 
Company  or  any  subsequent  owner  or 
operator  of  the  Campbell  and  Struthers 
Works  located  in  Mahoning  County,  ■ 
Ohio  shall  not  cause  or  permit  the 
emissions  of  sulfur  dioxide  except  as 
specified  below: 

(A)  2.67  pounds  of  sulfur  dioxide  per 
million  BTU  actual  heat  input  from  any 
stack  at  the  coke  plant. 

(B)  For  the  seamless  mills: 

(1)  2.67  pounds  of  sulfur  dioxide  per 
million  BTU  actual  heat  input  from  any 
stack  when  coke  oven  gas  is  being 
combusted. 

(2)  When  mixed  gases  are  being 
combusted  the  maximum  allowable 
emission  limit  from  each  stack  shall  be 
determined  by  the  following  equation: 

EL  =  2.67  lbs  x  BF  S02/MMBTU 

BTU  content  of  coke  oven  gas 

BF  - - 

BTU  content  of  combined  gas 

(3)  18.68  pounds  of  sulfur  dioxide  per 
ton  of  process  weight  from  any  stack 
when  any  fuel  is  being  combusted. 

(4)  2309  tons  of  sulfur  dioxide  per  any 
365  day  period  from  the  seamless  mills 
as  a  whole. 

(C)  For  the  boilerhouse: 

(1)  2.67  pounds  of  sulfur  dioxide  per 
million  BTU  actual  heat  input  from  any 
boiler  unit  when  coke  oven  gas  is  being 
combusted. 

(2)  When  mixed  gases  are  being 
combusted  the  maximum  allowable 


emission  limit  from  each  stack  shall  be 
determined  by  the  following  equation: 

EL  =  2.67  lbs  x  BF  S02/MMBTU 
BTU  content  of  coke  oven  gas 
(from  any  boiler  unit) 

BF  - - 

BTU  content  of  combined  gas 

(3)  1.06  pounds  of  sulfur  dioxide  per 
million  BTU  actual  heat  input  from  any 
boiler  unit  when  fuel  oil  is  being 
combusted. 

(4)  0.93  pounds  sulfur  dioxide  per 
million  BTU  actual  heat  input  from  any 
boiler  unit  when  tar  is  being  combusted. 

(5)  4.77  pounds  of  sulfur  dioxide  per 
million  BTU  actual  heat  input  from  any 
boiler  unit  when  coal  is  being 
combusted. 

(6)  4747  tons  of  sulfur  dioxide  per  any 
continuous  365  day  period  from  the 
boilerhouse  as  a  whole  plus  the  fraction 
of  the  365  day  period  emission  limitation 
for  the  seamless  mills  not  consumed  by 
emissions  from  the  seamless  mills  in  the 
same  365  day  period. 

(Sec.  110,  Clean  Air  Act,  as  amended  (42 
U.S.C.  7410)) 

Dated:  May  22, 1980. 

John  McGuire, 

Regional  Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21322  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6560-01-M 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH  AND 
HUMAN  SERVICES 

Public  Health  Service 

Center  for  Disease  Control 

42  CFR  Parts  51b  and  91 

Grants  for  Preventive  Health  Services 

'AGENCY:  Center  for  Disease  Control, 
Public  Health  Service,  HHS. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking. 

summary:  The  Public  Health  Service 
proposes  to  amend  the  regulations 
which  apply  to  grants  awarded  to  State 
and  local  government  agencies,  and  to 
certain  nonprofit  entities,  to  assist  them 
in  meeting  the  costs  of  preventive  health 
service  programs.  These  programs 
presently  include  childhood 
immunization,  urban  rat  control, 
venereal  disease  control,  influenza 
immunization,  and  fluoridation,  all  of 
which  are  authorized  by  Sections  317 
and  318  of  the  Public  Health  Service 
Act,  and  childhood  lead-based  paint 
poisoning  prevention,  which  is  now 
authorized  under  Section  316.  The 
proposed  revisions  will  add  two 
additional  subparts  to  Part  51b  of  Title 
42,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations.  Subpart 
F  will  govern  special  project  grants  for 
venereal  disease  prevention  and  control 
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under  Section  318.  Subpart  H  will 
govern  grants  for  childhood  lead-based 
paint  poisoning  prevention  programs, 
and  Part  91  of  Title  42,  which  now 
applies  to  these  grants,  will  be  revoked. 
DATES:  Written  comments  are  invited 
and  must  be  received  by  September  2, 
1980. 

ADDRESS:  Written  comments  should  be 
sent  to  the  Center  for  Disease  Control, 
Attention:  Winded  R.  Bradford, 

Associate  Director,  Bureau  of  State 
Services,  1600  Clifton  Road,  N.E., 

Atlanta,  Georgia  30333.  Comments 
received  will  be  available  for  public 
inspection  between  8  a.m.  and  4:30  p.m., 
in  Building  1,  Room  3106,  at  the  same 
address. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Winded  R.  Bradford  (see  address 
above),  telephone  (404)  329-3773  or  FTS: 
236-3773. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking  (NPRM) 
proposes  revisions  to  implement 
changes  made  in  Section  318  of  the 
Public  Health  Service  Act  by  the  Health 
Services  and  Centers  Amendments  of 
1978  (Pub.  L.  95-626),  approved 
November  10, 1978.  The  most  significant 
amendment  requires  that  not  less  than  5 
percent  of  funds  appropriated  under 
Section  318  be  obligated  to  support 
programs  authorized  by  Section  318(b). 
These  programs  include  research, 
demonstrations,  and  public  information 
and  education  activities  for  the 
prevention  and  control  of  venereal 
diseases.  Section  318(c)  remains  the 
primary  statutory  basis  for  venereal 
disease  control  programs  with  one 
exception — public  information  and 
education.  Authorization  for  public 
information  and  education  has  been 
transferred  to  Section  318(b)  which  also 
includes  research  and  demonstrations. 

A  new  Subpart  F — Grants  for  Research, 
Demonstrations,  and  Public  Information 
and  Education  for  the  Prevention  and 
Control  of  Venereal  Diseases,  is 
proposed  for  the  programs  authorized  by 
Section  318(b).  In  addition, 
modifications  are  proposed  to  the 
current  Subpart  D— Grants  for  Venereal 
Disease  Control  Programs,  to  reflect  the 
support  of  public  information  and 
education  as  part  of  ongoing  control 
programs.  Section  5lb.405(a)  requires 
separate  justification  for  these  activities 
on  applications  submitted  by  grantees. 
Also,  Subpart  D  would  be  revised  to 
reflect  an  amendment  made  by  Pub.  L. 
95-626  which  provides  for  expanded 
professional  venereal  disease  education, 
training,  and  clinical  skills  improvement 
activities. 

The  NPRM  also  proposes  a  new 
Subpart  H — Grants  for  Lead-Based  Paint 


Poisoning  Prevention  Programs.  This 
grant  program  was  previously 
authorized  under  the  Lead-Based  Paint 
Poisoning  Prevention  Act  (Pub.  L.  91- 
695,  as  amended).  Pub.  L.  95-626 
transferred  this  authority  to  a  new 
Section  316  of  the  PHS  Act.  The 
proposed  amendment  would  transfer  the 
regulatory  base,  presently  codified  in  42 
CFR  Part  91,  with  changes  to  reflect  the 
new  authority  and  two  notable  changes 
made  by  the  new  law.  The 
establishment  of  community  advisory 
boards  is  no  longer  mandatory,  and  the 
requirement  that  a  grant  may  not  exceed 
90  percent  of  the  total  cost  of  developing 
and  carrying  out  an  approved  program 
over  a  3-year  period  is  eliminated. 

The  Lead-Based  Paint  Poisoning 
Prevention  Act,  as  amended,  required 
grantees  to  establish  community 
advisory  boards.  Apparently,  Congress 
felt  that  lead  poisoning  prevention 
programs  could  be  carried  out  more 
effectively  with  the  assistance  of  local 
boards,  whose  members  were 
principally  ta  be  residents  of  target 
neighborhoods  and  parents  of  children 
at  risk  of  lead  poisoning. 

Most  community  advisory  boards 
were  organized  to  deal  solely  with  the 
issue  of  lead-based  paint  poisoning  and 
in  some  communities  they  provide 
valuable  input  into  program  operations. 
However,  in  some  communities  these 
single  issue  advisory  boards  have  not 
been  effective.  This  has  been 
particularly  true  during  the  past  few 
years  when  program  emphasis  has  been 
redirected  to  expand  lead  poisoning 
prevention  services  beyond  target 
neighborhoods  into  other  child  health 
programs  and  throughout  the 
community.  Congress  eliminated  the 
legislative  requirement  relating  to  these 
boards  in  Pub.  L.  95-626. 

While  the  establishment  of 
community  advisory  boards  is  no  longer 
mandatory  in  the  amended  legislation, 
the  new  regulation  would  enable  a 
grantee  to  establish  a  coordinating 
committee  to  assist  and  advise  in  the 
grantee’s  program  if  it  wishes  to  do  so. 
Also,  continued  citizen  input  is  provided 
by  the  legislative  mandate  that  a  lead 
poisoning  prevention  grant  program 
shall  be  provided  in  accordance  with  the 
State  Health  Plan  in  effect  under  Section 
1524(c)  of  the  Public  Health  Service  Act. 
This  plan  is  developed  with  citizen 
input,  and  the  public  is  invited  to 
participate  in  die  grant  application 
review  process  conducted  by  Health 
Systems  Agencies.  Thus,  these  programs 
will  still  be  able  to  meet  their 
community  advisory  needs. 

Although  the  requirement  that  a  grant 
may  not  exceed  90  percent  of  the  total 
cost  of  developing  and  carrying  out  an 


approved  program  has  been  deleted,  the 
proposed  Subpart  H  would  still  require 
continued  use  of  local  resources  by  the 
grantee. 

Other  changes  have  been  made  in  the 
lead  regulation  to  clarify  and  to  conform 
the  language  with  the  language  in  the 
other  subparts  in  Part  51b.  Also,  the 
notice  proposes  to  delete  the  term 
"undue  lead  absorption”  since  the  term 
"lead  toxicity”  more  clearly  relates  the 
amount  of  lead  absorbed  to  health 
effects  and  additional  definition  is 
unnecessary. 

These  regulations  stress  coordination 
of  housing  and  health  programs  at  the 
Federal,  State,  and  local  levels,  and  are 
intended  to  promote  the  integration  of 
health  services  delivery  at  the  local 
level  among  related  federally  funded 
programs.  It  is  not  intended  that  any 
particular  federally  funded  program  be 
given  advantageous  consideration  for 
grant  assistance  under  these  programs 
except  as  such  assistance  would 
enhance  the  successful  integration  of  the 
programs  regulated  by  this  Part  with 
other  federally  funded  programs. 

Specific  provisions  for  integration  of 
services  provided  in  this  part  with  other 
federally  funded  programs  are  included 
in  §§  5lb.405(a)(7)(i),  5lb.406(b)(3), 
51b.605(a),  51b.805(c)(7),  and 
51b.807(a)(5).  The  issue  of  coordination 
between  grantees  under  this  subpart 
and  local,  federally  assisted  housing 
programs,  and  between  the  Departments 
of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  and 
Health  and  Human  Services  at  the 
Federal  level,  is  viewed  as  particularly 
important  in  protecting  children  against 
lead  poisoning.  Several  joint  initiatives 
are  being  considered  at  the  Federal 
level.  Comments  are  invited  on  the 
feasibility  of  including  a  listing  of 
appropriate  programs  within  the 
sections  cited  and  on  the  specific 
programs  which  should  be  included. 

Subpart  A,  which  contains  the  general 
provisions,  is  included  in  this  NPRM 
with  changes  to  reflect  the  addition  of 
the  new  subparts  and  a  new  statutory 
requirement  for  information  relating  to 
prior  program  activities  and  proposed 
changes  in  these  activities.  It  also  would 
provide  for  conformance  with  45  CFR 
Part  74 — Administration  of  Grants. 

It  is,  therefore,  proposed  to  amend 
Part  51b  of  Title  42,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  by  revising  Subparts  A  and 
D,  by  adding  Subparts  F  and  H,  by 
eliminating  duplicative  provisions  in 
Subparts  B,  C,  and  E,  and  by  revoking 
Part  91,  as  set  forth  below. 


47880 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  45,  No.  139  /  Thursday,  July  17,  1980  /  Proposed  Rules 


Dated:  January  9, 1980. 

Julius  B.  Richmond 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Health. 

Approved:  July  1, 1980. 

Patricia  Roberts  Harris, 

Secretary. 

1.  In  Part  51b,  revise  the  table  of 
sections  for  Subpart  A  and  add  tables  of 
sections  for  new  Subparts  F  and  H  as 
follows: 

Subpart  A— General  Provisions 

Sec. 

51b.l01  To  which  programs  do  these 
regulations  apply? 

51b.l02  Definitions. 

51b.l03  What  are  the  general  application 
requirements? 

51b.l04  How  will  the  furnishing  of  supplies 
and  equipment  and  the  detailing  of 
personnel  affect  grants? 

Slb.105  Which  other  HHS  regulations  apply 
to  these  grants? 

5lb.l06  What  other  conditions  apply  to 
these  grants? 

5lb.l07  Is  participation  in  preventive  health 
service  programs  required  by  these 
regulations? 

*  i  *  *  *  * 

Subpart  F— Grants  for  Research, 
Demonstrations,  and  Public  Information 
and  Education  for  the  Prevention  and 
Control  of  Venereal  Diseases 

5lb.601  To  which  programs  does  this 
subpart  apply? 

51b.602  Who  is  eligible  for  a  grant  under 
this  subpart? 

51b.603  What  are  the  confidentiality 
requirements? 

51b.604  What  information  is  required  in  the 
application? 

51b.605  How  will  grant  applications  be 
evaluated  and  the  grants  awarded? 
51b.606  How  may  grant  funds  be  used? 
***** 

Subpart  H— Grants  for  Childhood  Lead- 
Based  Paint  Poisioning  Prevention 
Programs 

51b.801  To  which  programs  does  this 
subpart  apply? 

51b.802  Definitions. 

51b.803  Who  is  eligible  for  a  grant  under 
this  subpart? 

5lb.804  What  are  the  general  application 
requirements? 

51b.805  What  are  the  specific  application 
requirements  for  grants  for  childhood 
lead-based  paint  poisoning  prevention 
programs? 

51b.806  What  are  the  specific  application 
requirements  for  grants  for  establishing 
centralized  laboratory  services? 

51b.807  How  will  grant  applications  be 
evaluated  and  the  grants  awarded? 
51b.808  How  may  grant  funds  be  used? 

Authority:  Sec.  215  of  the  Public  Health 
Service  Act,  58  Stat.  690,  as  amended,  63  Stat. 
35  (42  U.S.C.  216);  Sec.  316,  317,  318  of  the 
Public  Health  Service  Act,  92  Stat.  3586,  3574, 
3582  (42  U.S.C.  247a,  247b,  247c). 

2.  Revise  Subpart  A  to  read  as 
follows: 


Subpart  A-— General  Provisions 

§  51b. 101  To  which  programs  do  these 
regulations  apply? 

The  regulations  in  this  Part  apply  to 
grants  authorized  for  lead-based  paint 
poisoning  prevention  programs  under 
Section  316  of  the  Act  (42  U.S.C.  247a); 
for  childhood  immunization,  influenza 
immunization,  urban  rat  control,  and 
fluoridation  programs  under  Section  317 
(42  U.S.C.  247b);  and  for  two  veneral 
disease  control  programs  under  Section 
318  (42  U.S.C.  247c).  Section  318 
authorizes  public  health  programs  for 
the  prevention  and  control  of  venereal 
diseases,  and  for  venereal  disease 
research,  demonstrations,  and  special 
public  information  and  education 
programs. 

§  5 1b.  102  Definitions. 

As  used  in  these  regulations: 

“Act”  means  the  Public  Health 
Service  Act,  as  amended. 

“Secretary"  means  the  Secretary  of 
Health  and  Human  Services  and  any 
other  officer  or  employee  of  the 
Department  to  whom  the  authority 
involved  has  been  delegated. 

“State”  means  one  of  the  50  States, 
the  District  of  Columbia,  Guam,  the 
Commonwealth  of  Puerto  Rico,  the 
Northern  Mariana  Islands,  the  Virgin 
Islands,  American  Samoa,  and  the  Trust 
Territory  of  the  Pacific  Islands. 

§51b.103  What  are  the  general 
application  requirements? 

(a)  The  application  shall  contain  a  full 
description  of  the  program  objectives, 
plans,  and  activities.  The  application 
shall  also  provide,  as  the  Secretary  may 
require: 

(1)  The  amount  of  Federal,  State,  and 
other  funds  obligated  by  the  applicant  in 
its  latest  annual  accounting  period  for 
the  provision  of  such  program. 

(2)  A  description  of  the  services 
provided  by  the  applicant  for  this 
accounting  period  covered  under 
subparagraph  (1)  above. 

(3)  The  amount  of  Federal  funds 
needed  by  the  applicant  to  continue 
providing  these  services. 

(4)  A  description  of  any  proposed 
changes  in  the  provision  of  the  services, 
reasons  and  priorities,  and  the  amount 
of  Federal  funds  needed  by  the 
applicant  to  make  the  changes. 

(b)  The  application  shall  contain 
evidence  satisfactory  to  the  Secretary 
that  it  has  been  submitted  for 
appropriate  action  to  the  planning 
agency  designated  by  the  Secretary 
under  Title  XV  of  the  Act. 


§  51b. 104  How  will  the  furnishing  of 
supplies  and  equipment  and  the  detailing  of 
personnel  affect  grants? 

The  Secretary  may  reduce  a  grant  by 
the  amount  of  the  fair  market  value  of 
any  supplies  (including  vaccines  and 
other  preventive  agents)  or  equipment 
furnished  a  grant  recipient  when 
furnished  at  the  request  of  the  recipient. 
The  Secretary  also  may  reduce  a  grant 
by  the  amount  of  the  pay,  allowances, 
travel  expenses,  and  any  other  costs  in 
connection  with  the  detail  of  any  officer 
or  employee  of  the  Government  to  the 
recipient  when  the  detail  is  at  the 
request  of  the  recipient.  The  amount  the 
grant  is  reduced  shall  be  available  for 
payment  by  the  Secretary  of  the  costs 
incurred  in  furnishing  the  supplies  or 
equipment  or  in  detailing  personnel  and 
shall  be  deemed  to  have  been  paid  to 
the  recipient.  This  section  is  not 
applicable  to  grants  for  childhood  lead- 
based  paint  poisoning  programs  under 
Subpart  H. 

§  51b. 105  Which  other  HHS  regulations 
apply  to  these  grants? 

Several  other  HHS  regulations  apply 
to  grants  under  this  Part.  These  include, 
but  are  not  limited  to: 

42  CFR  Part  50 — PHS  grant  appeals 
procedure 

45  CFR  Part  16 — Department  grant 
appeals  process 

45  CFR  Part  46 — Protection  of  human 
subjects 

45  CFR  Part  74 — Administration  of 
grants 

45  CFR  Part  75 — Informal  grant  appeals 
procedures  (indirect  cost  rates  andL 
other  cost  allocations) 

45  CFR  Part  80 — Nondiscrimination 
under  programs  receiving  Federal 
assistance  through  the  Department  of 
Health  and  Human  Services — 
Effectuation  of  Title  VI  of  the  Civil 
Rights  Act  of  1964 

45  CFR  Part  81 — Practice  and  procedure 
for  hearings  under  Part  80 
45  CFR  Part  83 — Regulation  for  the 
administration  and  enforcement  of 
Sections  704  and  855  of  the  PHS  Act 
45  CFR  Part  84 — Nondiscrimination  on 
the  basis  of  handicap  in  federally 
assisted  programs 
45  CFR  Part  86  and  Appendix  A — 
Nondiscrimination  on  the  basis  of  sex 
in  federally  supported  education 
programs 

45  CFR  Part  90 — Nondiscrimination  on 
the  basis  of  age  in  programs  or 
activities  receiving  Federal  financial 
assistance 

§  5 1  b.  1 06  What  other  conditions  apply  to 
these  grants? 

(a)  The  notice  of  grant  award  specifies 
how  long  HHS  intends  to  support  the 
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project  without  requiring  the  project  to 
recompete  for  funds.  This  period,  called 
the  project  period,  will  usually  be  for  2 
to  5  years. 

(b)  Generally,  the  grant  will  initially 
be  for  1  year  and  subsequent 
continuation  awards  will  also  be  for  1 
year  at  a  time.  A  grantee  must  submit  a 
separate  application  to  have  the  support 
continued  for  each  subsequent  year. 
Decisions  regarding  continuation 
awards  and  the  funding  level  of  such 
awards  will  be  made  after  consideration 
of  such  factors  as  the  grantee’s  progress 
and  management  practices  and  the 
availability  of  funds.  In  all  cases, 
continuation  awards  require  a 
determination  by  HHS  that  continued 
funding  is  in  the  best  interest  of  the 
government. 

(c)  Neither  the  approval  of  any 
application  nor  the  award  of  any  grant 
commits  or  obligates  the  United  States 
in  any  way  to  make  any  additional, 
supplemental,  continuation,  or  other 
award  with  respect  to  any  approved 
application  or  portion  of  an  approved 
application. 

(d)  Any  funds  granted  pursuant  to  this 
subpart  shall  be  expended  solely  for  the 
purposes  for  which  the  funds  were 
granted  in  accordance  with  the 
approved  application  and  budget,  the 
regulations  of  this  part,  the  terms  and 
conditions  of  the  award,  and  the 
applicable  cost  principles  prescribed  in 
Subpart  Q  of  45  CFR  Part  74. 

(e)  The  Secretary  may,  at  the  time  of 
award,  impose  additional  conditions, 
including  conditions  governing  the  use 
of  information  or  consent  forms,  when, 
in  the  Secretary’s  judgment,  they  are 
necessary  to  advance  the  approved 
program,  the  interest  of  the  public 
health,  or  the  conservation  of  grant 
funds. 

§  51b.107  Is  participation  in  preventive 
health  service  programs  required  by  these 
regulations? 

Nothing  in  these  regulations  shall  be 
construed  to  require  any  State  or 
political  subdivision  to  have  a 
preventive  health  service  program  which 
would  require  any  person  who  objects 
to  treatment  to  be  treated  under  the 
program. 

$  5 1b.  205  [Amended] 

3.  In  Subpart  B,  amend  §  51b.205  by 
deleting  paragraph  (c). 

§  51b. 305  [Amended] 

4.  In  Subpart  C,  amend  §  51b.305  by 
deleting  paragraph  (b),  by  removing  the 
paragraph  (a)  designation,  and  by 
redesignating  subparagraphs  (1)  through 

(5)  as  paragraphs  (a)  through  (e) 
respectively. 


5.  Revise  Subpart  D  to  read  as 
follows: 

Subpart  D— Grants  for  Veneral  Disease 
Control  Programs 

Sec. 

51b.401  To  which  programs  does  this 
subpart  apply? 

51b.402  Definitions. 

51b.403  Who  is  eligible  for  a  grant  under 
this  subpart? 

51b.404  What  are  the  confidentiality 
requirements? 

51b.405  What  information  is  required  in  the 
application? 

51b.406  How  will  grant  applications  be 
evaluated  and  the  grants  awarded? 
51b.407  How  may  grant  funds  be  used? 

Subpart  D— Grants  for  Venereal 
Disease  Control  Programs 

§  51b.401  To  which  programs  does  this 
subpart  apply? 

The  regulations  in  this  subpart  apply 
to  the  award  of  project  grants  under 
Section  318(c)  of  the  Act  for  venereal 
disease  prevention  and  control 
programs,  and  under  Section  318(b)  of 
the  Act  with  respect  to  public 
information  and  education  activities 
which  are  integral  to  a  balanced, 
comprehensive  venereal  disease  control 
program. 

§51b.402  Definitions. 

As  used  in  this  subpart: 

“Venereal  disease”  means  gonorrhea, 
syphilis,  or  any  other  disease  which  can 
be  sexually  transmitted  and  which  the 
Secretary  determines  is  or  may  be 
amenable  to  control  with  assistance 
provided  under  this  authority  and  which 
is  of  national  significance. 

“Venereal  disease  control  program" 
means  a  program  designed  to  carry  out 
activities  or  to  provide  services  to 
systematically  detect  and  prevent 
venereal  diseases  as  compared  to  those 
activities  or  services  which  are  designed 
to  diagnose  or  treat  venereal  disease 
patients  or  suspects. 

§  5 1  b.403  Who  is  eligible  for  a  grant  under 
this  subpart? 

An  applicant  must  be  a  State  agency 
or  a  political  subdivision  of  a  State 
which  has  legal  responsibility  for 
disease  control  under  the  laws  of  a 
State. 

§  51  b.404  What  are  the  confidentiality 
requirements? 

All  information  obtained  by  program 
personnel  in  connection  with  the 
examination,  care,  and  treatment  of  an 
individual  in  this  program  shall  be  held 
confidential.  It  shall  not  be  disclosed 
without  the  individual’s  consent  except 
as  may  be  required  by  the  law  of  a  State 
or  political  subdivision  of  a  State  or  as 


may  be  necessary  to  provide  services  to 
the  individual.  Information  may  be 
disclosed  in  summary,  statistical,  or 
other  form,  or  for  clinical  or  research 
purposes,  but  only  if  the  disclosure  does 
not  identify  particular  individuals. 

§  5 1b. 405  What  information  is  required  in 
the  application? 

(а)  The  application  must  include  a 
description  of  the  following: 

(1)  The  nature  and  extent  of  the 
venereal  disease  problem  in  the  area. 

(2)  The  need  for  project  grant  support. 

(3)  The  immediate  and  long-range 
objectives  of  the  project  in  specific  and 
measurable  terms. 

(4)  The  activities  to  be  carried  out  to 
meet  the  objectives.  The  following 
program  elements  must-be  included  and 
described: 

(i)  Venereal  disease  surveillance. 

(ii)  Casefinding  and  case  followup. 

(iii)  Interstate  epidemiologic  referral 
and  followup. 

(iv)  Public  venereal  disease 
information  and  education. 

(v)  Professional  (including  appropriate 
allied  health  personnel)  venereal 
disease  education,  training,  and  clinical 
skills  improvement  activities,  including 
efforts  to  assure  high  quality  clinical 
services  in  public  venereal  disease 
clinics. 

(5)  At  the  option  of  the  applicant, 
special  studies  or  demonstrations  to 
evaluate  or  test  venereal  disease 
prevention  and  control  strategies  and 
activities. 

(б)  The  manner  in  which  the  applicant 
intends  to  conduct  and  evaluate  the 
project,  including  a  system  for  analysis 
of  morbidity  data  so  that  control 
activities  can  be  efficiently  evaluated 
and  targeted. 

(7)  The  present  venereal  disease 
control  program  and  the  environment  in 
which  the  proposed  program  will 
function,  including  a  description  of  the 
following: 

(i)  The  working  relationship  of  the 
applicant  to  private  health  providers, 
public  health  care  agencies,  and 
voluntary  organizations  in  the  area  to  be 
served  with  special  reference  to  those 
federally  assisted  programs  (for 
example,  community  health  centers, 
family  planning  clinics,  and  migrant 
health  programs)  providing  health 
services  to  groups  at  high  risk  for 
venereal  disease. 

(ii)  The  actions  which  will  be  taken  to 
develop,  promote,  and  enforce 
appropriate  laws  and  regulations 
facilitating  venereal  disease  control. 

(iii)  The  diagnostic  and  treatment 
services  that  will  be  provided. 

(8)  A  budget  and  justification  for  the 
grant  funds  requested.  Since  public 
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information  and  education  activities  are 
authorized  separately  from  other  control 
program  activities,  funds  requested  for 
this  purpose  must  be  itemized  and 
justified  separately. 

(9)  Assurances  that  no  one  will  be 
denied  services  because  of  inability  to 
pay,  and  that  the  services  are  provided 
in  a  manner  which  preserves  human 
dignity  and  maximizes  acceptance. 

(10)  Other  information  which  supports 
the  request  for  funds. 

(b)  When  efforts  are  to  be  made  to 
collect  payment  for  services  supported 
in  whole  or  in  part  from  a  third  party,  a 
rate  schedule  for  third  party  charges 
must  be  submitted  with  the  application 
and  approved  as  part  of  the  program 
plan.  Under  no  circumstances  may  a 
billing  arrangement  be  made  which 
jeopardizes  the  confidentiality  of  patient 
records. 

§  5 lb. 406  How  will  grant  applications  be 
evaluated  and  the  grants  awarded? 

(a)  Within  the  limits  of  funds 
available,  the  Secretary  may  award  a 
grant  to  assist  in  meeting  the  cost  of  a 
venereal  disease  control  program. 

Before  awarding  a  grant  to  a  political 
subdivision  of  a  State,  the  Secretary  will 
consult  with  the  State  health  authority. 

(b)  Priorities  for  funding  will  be  based 
on  the  following  factors: 

(1)  The  relative  extent  of  the  venereal 
disease  problem  in  the  area  served  by 
the  applicant. 

(2)  The  design  of  the  venereal  disease 
prevention  and  control  program. 

(3)  The  general  quality  of  the 
applicant's  plan  of  operation  and 
objectives  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  in  this  regulation. 

Emphasis  will  be  placed  on  determining 
the  extent  to  which  services  are 
coordinated  among  health  care 
providers  in  the  area  served  and 
integrated  into  a  cohesive  plan  for 
delivery  of  service  te  groups  having  the 
highest  incidence  of  venereal  disease.  , 
The  applicant’s  working  relationship 
with  federally  assisted  health  care 
providers  will  particularly  be  assessed 
to  determine  the  extent  to  which  such 
relationship  will  promote  the  integration 
of  services  to  underserved  populations. 

(4)  The  capacity  of  the  applicant  to 
make  effective  use  of  Federal  funds. 

(5)  The  commitment  of  the  applicant 
to  the  control  of  venereal  disease  as 
reflected  in  the  commitment  of  applicant 
resources  to  the  program. 

§  51b.407  How  may  grant  funds  be  used? 

Grant  funds  awarded  under  this 
subpart  may  be  used  only  for  programs 
approved  under  Section  318(c),  and  with 
respect  to  public  information  and 
education,  those  programs  approved 


under  Section  318(b)  of  the  Act.  Unless 
specifically  approved,  grant  funds  shall 
not  be  used  for  performing  diagnostic 
tests  (other  than  gonorrhea  screening 
tests),  maintaining  central  registries, 
purchasing  data  processing  equipment, 
or  providing  diagnostic  and  treatment 
facilities  and  services.  To  obtain  special 
approval,  the  grantee  shall  justify  the 
exception  to  the  satisfaction  of  the 
Secretary  that  funds  for  this  purpose  are 
necessary  for  the  proper  conduct  of  the 
program  and  are  otherwise  unavailable. 
Support  of  the  above  services  will 
generally  be  approved  only  in  the 
following  situations:  (a)  Special  studies 
or  demonstrations,  (b)  the  support  of 
developmental  or  start-up  activity,  or  (c) 
the  support  of  an  essential  service 
which  will  result  in  a  saving  to  a 
detection  or  prevention  activity 
supported  by  the  grant.  Unless 
otherwise  approved,  exceptions  based 
on  clauses  (b)  and  (c)  above  are  only 
allowed  during  one  funding  period.  The 
grantee  must  assure  support  of  these 
activities  in  subsequent  funding  periods. 

§  5 1b. 505  [Amended] 

6.  In  Subpart  E,  amend  §  51b.505  by 
deleting  paragraph  (c). 

7.  Add  Subparts  F  and  H  to  Part  51b 
as  follows: 

Subpart  F— Grants  for  Research, 
Demonstrations,  and  Public  Information  and 
Education  for  the  Prevention  and  Control  of 
Veneral  Diseases 

Sec. 

51b.601  To  which  programs  does  this 
subpart  apply? 

51b.602  Who  is  eligible  for  a  grant  under 
this  subpart? 

51b.603  What  are  the  confidentiality 
requirements? 

51b.604  What  information  is  required  in  the 
application? 

51b.605  How  will  grant  applications  be 
evaluated  and  the  grants  awarded? 
51b.606  How  may  grant  funds  be  used? 

Subpart  H— Grants  for  Childhood  Lead- 
Based  Paint  Poisoning  Prevention 
Programs 

51b.801  To  which  programs  does  this 
subpart  apply? 

5lb.802  Definitions. 

51b.803  Who  is  eligible  for  a  grant  under 
this  subpart? 

51b.804  What  are  the  general  application 
requirements? 

51b.805  What  are  the  specific  application 
requirements  for  grants  for  childhood 
lead-based  paint  poisoning  prevention 
program? 

51b.806  What  are  the  specific  application 
requirements  for  grants  for  establishing 
centralized  laboratory  services? 

51b.807  How  will  grant  applications  be 
evaluated  and  the  grants  awarded? 
51b.808  How  may  grant  funds  be  used? 


Subpart  F— Grants  for  Research, 
Demonstrations,  and  Public 
Information  and  Education  for  the 
Prevention  and  Control  of  Venereal 
Diseases 

§  5 lb. 601  To  which  programs  does  this 
subpart  apply? 

The  regulations  in  this  subpart  apply 
to  the  award  of  venereal  diseases 
control  project  grants  for  research, 
demonstrations,  public  information  and 
education  activities  which  can  be 
applied  to  achieve  improvements  in 
venereal  diseases  prevention  and 
control  under  Section  318(b)  of  the  Act. 

§  5 lb. 602  Who  Is  eligible  for  a  grant  under 
this  subpart. 

An  applicant  must  be  a  State,  political 
subdivision  of  any  State,  or  any  other 
public  or  nonprofit  private  entity. 

§  5 1  b.603  What  are  the  confidentiality 
requirements? 

All  information  obtained  by  program 
personnel  in  connection  with  the 
examination,  care,  and  treatment  of  an 
individual  in  this  program  shall  be  held 
confidential.  It  shall  not  be  disclosed 
without  the  individual's  consent  except 
as  may  be  required  by  the  law  of  a  State 
or  political  subdivision  of  a  State  or  as 
may  be  necessary  to  provide  services  to 
the  individual.  Information  may  be 
disclosed  in  summary,  statistical,  or 
other  form,  or  for  clinical  or  research 
purposes,  but  only  if  the  disclosure  does 
not  identify  particular  individuals. 

$  5 lb. 604  What  information  is  required  In 
the  application? 

The  application  must  include  a 
description  of  the  following: 

(a)  The  setting  and  circumstances  for 
which  project  grant  support  is  being 
requested,  including: 

(1)  The  immediate  and  long-range 
objectives  of  the  project  in  specific  and 
measurable  terms. 

(2)  The  activities  which  will  be 
undertaken  to  accomplish  the 
objectives,  including  the  timing  of  these 
activities. 

(3)  The  anticipated  application  of 
findings  to  the  national  venereal  disease 
control  effort. 

(4)  A  budget  and  justification  for  the 
grant  funds  requested. 

(5)  Any  other  information  which  will 
support  the  request  for  grant  assistance. 

(b)  The  relationship  between  the 
planned  activities  and  the  project 
objectives.  The  application  must 
describe  in  detail  how  the  applicant 
intends  to  proceed,  particularly  where 
the  project  is  unusually  complex  and 
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where  several  activities  may  be 
interdependent  or  unprecedented. 

(c)  A  comprehensive  and  realistic  plan 
which  the  applicant  will  use  to  evaluate 
the  project.  The  plan  must  include 
periodic  assessment  of  any  possible 
impact,  both  positive  and  negative,  that 
the  proposed  project  might  have  upon 
the  established  venereal  disease  control 
program  in  the  locality  or  localities  in 
which  the  project  will  be  undertaken. 

§  5 1  b.605  How  will  grant  applications  be 
evaluated  and  the  grants  awarded? 

(a)  Within  the  limits  of  funds 
available,  the  Secretary  may  award  a 
grant  to  assist  in  meeting  the  costs  of 
special  activities  authorized  under 
Section  318(b)  of  the  Act.  Applications 
for  grants  to  demonstrate  improved 
methods  to  provide  services  will  receive 
special  consideration  if  they  show  an 
integration  and  coordination  of  services 
between  public  venereal  disease  control 
programs  and  federally  supported 
primary  care  and  service  programs 
providing  care  to  medically  underserved 
populations  at  high  risk  for  venereal 
disease. 

(b)  Grant  applications  will  be 
reviewed  and  evaluated  according  to  the 
following  criteria: 

(1)  Is  there  adequate  evidence  that  the 
proposed  project  is  needed  and  that  the 
outcome  has  potential  to  directly  benefit 
the  natonal  venereal  disease  control 
effort? 

(2)  Are  the  project  objectives  specific, 
measurable,  realistic,  time  phased  and 
related  to  promoting  the  purposes  of 
Section  318? 

(3)  Is  the  method  of  operation  logical 
and  clearly  related  to  project  objectives, 
and  does  it  describe  how  the  applicant 
intends  to  proceed  particularly  with 
activities  which  are  complex, 
interrelated,  or  unprecedented? 

(4)  Does  the  method  of  operation 
include  an  assessment  of  any  possible 
impact,  both  positive  and  negative,  that 
the  conduct  of  the  proposed  initiative 
might  have  upon  the  established 
venereal  disease  control  program  in  the 
locality  or  localities  in  which  the  project 
will  be  undertaken? 

(5)  Does  the  proposal  include  a 
comprehensive  and  realistic  plan  for  the 
evaluation  of  the  project,  and  specify  the 
measures  and  instruments  of 
measurement  to  be  used? 

(6)  Is  the  budget  request  reasonable 
and  consistent  with  the  intended  use  of 
grant  funds? 

(7)  If  the  applicant  intends  only  to 
evaluate  an  existing  disease  prevention 
and  control  approach,  are  the  objectives 
substantially  different  from  those  which 
could  be  met  by  routine  program 
evaluation? 


§  5 1b. 606  How  may  grant  funds  be  used? 

(a)  Grant  funds  may  be  used  for  the 
Costs  associated  with  planning, 
organizing,  and  conducting  applied 
research,  demonstrations,  and  public 
information  and  education  programs. 

(b)  Grant  funds  may  also  be  used  to 
reimburse  individuals  who  agree  to  be 
participants  in  the  applied  research 
projects.  Such  reimbursement,  however, 
must  be  justified  as  necessary  and 
reasonable.  A  schedule  of 
reimbursements  must  be  submitted  with 
the  application  and  approved  as  part  of 
the  program  plan. 

(c)  Grant  funds  may  not  be  used  to 
supplant  funds  supporting  existing 
venereal  disease  control  services 
provided  by  a  State  or  locality. 

Subpart  H— Grants  for  Childhood 
Lead-Based  Paint  Poisoning 
Prevention  Programs 

§  5 lb. 801  To  which  programs  does  this 
subpart  apply? 

The  regulations  in  this  subpart  apply 
to  the  award  of  grants  under  Section  310 
of  the  Act.  Grants  are  awarded  to  assist 
in  developing  and  carrying  out  local 
programs  to: 

(a)  Detect,  treat,  and  prevent  incidents 
of  lead-based  paint  poisoning  among 
children  under  6  years  of  age  and 
eliminate  lead-based  paint  hazards  from 
surfaces  in  and  around  residential 
dwelling  units  or  houses. 

(b)  Assist  in  establishing  centralized 
laboratory  facilities  for  determining 
erythrocyte  protoporphyrin  or  lead 
content  in  biological  or  environmental 
specimens  obtained  in  connection  with 
local  programs. 

§  51b.802  Definitions. 

As  used  in  this  subpart: 

"Lead-based  paint  hazard"  means  a 
surface  containing  lead-based  paint  (a) 
which  is  reachable  and  chewable  by 
young  children  or  (b)  which  is  cracking, 
scaling,  chipping,  peeling,  or  loose. 

“Confirmed  elevated  blood  lead  level” 
means  an  elevated  blood  lead  level 
documented  by  two  or  more  tests  which 
produce  elevated  results. 

“Lead  poisoning”  means  that 
condition  which  exists  in  a  child  with 
one  or  more  of  the  following: 

(a)  Two  successive  elevated  blood 
lead  levels  equals  to  or  greater  than  70 
micrograms  per  deciliter  (pg/dl)  with  or 
without  compatible  symptoms. 

(b)  An  erythrocyte  protophorphyrin 
(EP)  level  equal  to  or  greater  than  250 
/xg/dl  whole  blood  and  a  confirmed 
elevated  blood  lead  level  equal  to  or 
greater  than  50  pg/dl,  with  or  without 
compatible  symptoms. 


(c)  An  EP  level  greater  than  109  pg/dl 
associated  with  a  confirmed  elevated 
blood  lead  level  greater  than  30  fig/dl 
with  Compatible  symptoms. 

(d)  A  confirmed  elevated  blood  lead 
level  greater  than  49  /ig/dl  with 
compatible  symptoms  and  evidence  of 
toxicity  (for  example,  abnormal  EP, 
calcium  disodium  EDTA  mobilization 
test,  urinary  aminolevulinic  acid 
excretion  or  urinary  coproporphyrin 
excretion). 

“Lead  toxicity"  means  biochemical 
derangement  (for  example,  erythrocyte 
protoporphyrin  (EP)  equal  to  or  greater 
than  50  pg/dl)  or  functional 
derangement  caused  by  lead. 

“Private  nonprofit  organization” 
means  an  organization  which  is  a 
corporation  or  an  association  that  does 
not  accrue  net  earnings  to  the  benefit  of 
a  private  shareholder  or  individual. 

“Surfaces”  includes  all  surfaces  in 
and  around  residential  dwelling  units  or 
houses. 

“Unit  of  general  local  government” 
means  (a)  any  city,  county,  township, 
town,  boroh,  parish,  village,  or  other 
general  purpose  political  subdivision  of 
a  State,  (b)  any  combination  of  units  of 
general  local  government  in  one  or  more 
States,  (c)  an  Indian  tribe,  or  (d)  with 
respect  to  lead-based  paint  poisoning 
elimination  activities  in  their  urban 
areas,  the  territories  and  possessions  of 
the  United  States. 

§  5 1  b. 803  Who  is  eligible  for  a  grant  under 
this  subpart? 

The  following  are  eligible  for  grants 
under  Section  316  of  the  Act: 

(a)  An  agency  of  a  unit  of  general 
local  government. 

(b)  A  private  nonprofit  organization. 

(c)  An  agency  of  a  State  government 
where  the  State  government  provides 
direct  services  to  individuals  in  a  local 
community  or  where  units  of  general 
local  government  within  the  State  are 
prevented  from  implementing  or 
receiving  grants  or  from  conducting 
programs  consistent  with  Section  316  of 
the  Act  and  these  regulations.  Only  a 
State  agency  is  eligible  for  a  grant  to 
assist  in  establishing  centralized 
laboratory  services  for  local  health 
programs. 

§  5 1b. 804  What  are  the  general 
application  requirements? 

The  application  for  a  grant  under  this 
subpart  shall  contain  or  describe  the 
following: 

(a)  In  a  narrative  plan,  the  manner  in 
which  the  applicant  proposes  to  conduct 
the  program  and  carry  out  the 
requirements  of  this  subpart. 

(b)  A  budget  and  justification  for  the 
grant  funds  requested. 
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(c)  The  applicant’s  current  legal 
authority  and  responsibility  for  the 
administration  of  the  program  or  the 
applicant’s  plans  to  obtain  legal 
authority  not  currently  available  to  the 
applicant  but  necessary  for  the 
administration  of  the  program. 

(d)  The  current  administration 
organization,  procedures,  facilities,  staff, 
financial  and  other  resources,  and  plan 
for  changes  or  development  in  this  area, 
including  additional  staff  necessary  to 
carry  out  the  program. 

(e)  The  extent  to  which  the  services  to 
be  provided  will  either  add  to  or  be  a 
significant  improvement  in  the  quality  of 
services  which  would  otherwise  be 
provided,  including  the  steps  which  will 
be  taken  to  insure  that  services  will  be 
maintained  after  a  reduction  and 
termination  of  Federal  support. 

(f)  An  evaluation  plan  which  will  be 
used  to  measure  progress  in  attaining 
program  objectives.  . 

§  5 1b. 805  What  are  the  specific 
application  requirements  for  grants  for 
childhood  lead-based  paint  poisoning 
prevention  programs? 

An  application  for  a  grant  under 
§  51b.801(a)  must  meet  the  requirements 
in  §  5lb.804  and  also  contain  the 
following: 

(a)  A  description  of  the  nature,  effects, 
and  extent  of  the  actual  and  potential 
local  childhood  lead  toxicity  problem 
and  the  methods  used  for  making  these 
determinations. 

(b)  A  description  of  the  overall 
program  objectives  for  reduction  of  the 
lead  toxicity  problem  identified  in 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  section. 

(c)  A  description  of  specific  measures 
of  a  comprehensive  program  to  be 
implemented  to  accomplish  the 
objectives  and  a  schedule  for  their 
accomplishment.  Specific  objectives 
must  be  stated  for  screening,  medical 
management,  and  hazard  reduction 
activities.  The  program  shall  include  the 
following  elements: 

(1)  The  development  of  a  community 
education  program  to  inform  parents, 
educators,  and  local  health  personnel  of 
the  danger  and  prevalence  of  lead 
toxicity  among  children  and  to  generate 
community  and  individual  action  in 
addressing  the  problem. 

(2)  An  intensive  community  screening 
program  to  detect  evidence  of  lead 
toxicity  and  lead  poisoning  in  children. 
Emphasis  shall  be  placed  on  door-to- 
door  efforts  designed  to  reach  the 
greatest  number  of  children  at  risk.  In 
addition  to,  but  not  to  replace  door-to- 
door  screening,  the  use  of  clinics  shall 
be  encouraged  for  ’’walk-in”  testing. 

(3)  An  intensive  community  followup 


program- to  insure  that  children  with 
evidence  of  lead  toxicity  are  placed  in  a 
program  of  medical  management  as 
indicated.  Investigation  shall  be  carried 
out  to  determine  the  source  of  lead  and 
steps  taken  to  insure  against  further 
exposure  to  lead-based  paint  hazards 
where  there  is  a  level  greater  than  0.7 
mg/cm2  of  lead  on  the  surfaces  of  walls 
as  measured  by  an  X-ray  fluorescence 
analyzer  or  any  other  method  approved 
by  the  Secretary.  Priority  action  shall  be 
given  to  the  residence  of  a  child  with 
lead  poisoning.  A  plan  for  eliminating  a 
lead-based  paint  hazard  must  include 
the  following  minimal  actions: 

(i)  Thoroh  cleaning  of  the  surfaces 
identified  as  a  hazard  by  sanding, 
scraping,  using  a  wire  brush  or 
otherwise  cleaning  to  remove  all  paint 
that  is  cracking,  scaling,  peeling, 
chipping,  or  loose  and  paint  which  is 
reachable  and  chewable  by  the  children. 

(ii)  When  the  integrity  of  the  surface 
cannot  be  maintained,  complete  removal 
of  the  paint  or  recovering  the  surface 
with  a  suitable  material  (for  example, 
hardboard,  plywood,  drywall,  or  plaster) 
before  repainting. 

(4)  The  use  of  a  laboratory  which 
demonstrates  its  proficiency  in  a 
program  of  proficiency  testing  or 
performance  review  which  is  acceptable 
to  the  Secretary. 

(5)  Promotion,  development, 
improvement,  adoption,  and 
enforcement  of  effective  ordinances  and 
codes  which  may  help  prevent 
childhood  leadbased  paint  poisoning. 

(6)  Employment  opportunities  for  the 
residents  of  the  areas  with  a  high  - 
incidence  of  childhood  lead  toxicity. 
Describe  methods  and  procedures  that 
will  be  used  to  inform  residents  of  job 
opportunities  in  the  program  as  well  as 
the  provisions  made  for  appropriate 
training  and  education. 

(7)  Coordination  and  integration  of 
program  activities  with  other  community 
programs  related  to  health  and 
environmental  improvement  in  the 
delivery  of  screening,  treatment,  and 
followup  services.  Emphasis  shall  be 
placed  on  coordination  and  integration 
of  program  activities  with  federally 
assisted  housing  programs  (for  example, 
those  of  the  Department  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Development  and  the  Farmers 
Home  Administration),  and  federally 
assisted  financing  and  primary  care 
programs  providing  health  services  to 
children  (for  example,  Early  and 
Periodic  Screening,  Diagnosis,  and 
Treatment  Programs:  Community  Health 
Centers,  and  Maternal  and  Child  Health 
Programs). 

(8)  Identification  and  use  of  resources 
from  the  public  and  private  sectors  of 


the  community.  A  grantee  may  establish 
a  coordinating  committee  comprised  of 
consumers,  public  and  private  health 
care  providers,  and  interested 
individuals  to  assist  and  advise  in  the 
coordination  of  the  provision  of 
screening,  medical,  environmental,  and 
community  outreach  services. 

§  5 1b. 806  What  are  the  specific 
application  requirements  for  grants  for 
establishing  centralized  laboratory 
services? 

An  application  for  a  grant  under 
Section  51b.801(b)  to  assist  in 
establishing  centralized  laboratory 
services  must  meet  the  requirements  in 
Section  51b.804  and  also  contain  the 
following: 

(a)  A  description  of  the  laboratory 
services  now  available  to  serve  current 
and  proposed  local  and  State  programs. 
Describe  current  laboratory  services  in 
terms  of  accuracy,  capacity,  and  cost. 

(b)  A  description  of  the  immediate 
and  long-range  objectives  which  will  be 
accomplished  by  the  applicant  under 
this  grant  in  meeting  the  needs  identified 
in  paragraph  (a)  of  this  section. 

(c)  A  description  of  the  methods  to  be 
employed  in  meeting  the  objectives. 

(d)  A  description  of  the  steps  to  be 
taken  to  insure  that  laboratory  services 
provided  under  the  grant  meet  and 
continue  to  meet  high  standards  and  the 
steps  to  be  taken  to  insure  outside 
review  of  laboratory  performance.  The 
laboratory  must  participate  in  a 
proficiency  testing  program  acceptable 
to  the  Secretary  for  services  established 
by  the  grant. 

§  5 1b. 807  How  will  grant  applications  be 
evaluated  and  the  grants  awarded? 

(а)  Priorities  for  funding  will  be  based 
on  the  following  factors: 

(1)  The  magnitude  of  the  problem  and 
the  resources  needed  to  adequately 
address  the  problem. 

(2)  The  capacity  of  the  applicant  to 
make  effective  use  of  Federal  funds. 

(3)  The  approach  taken  in  the  program 
plan  to  deal  with  the  problem  in  the 
community. 

(4)  The  identification  of  additional 
funding  and  other  resources  to  insure 
that  the  program  will  continue  beyond 
the  termination  of  Federal  grant  support. 

(5)  The  provision  for  coordination  of 
program  activities  with  other  community 
health  programs,  especially  those 
federally  assisted  programs  providing 
health  services  to  children. 

(б)  The  provision  of  assurances, 
satisfactory  to  the  Secretary,  that  the 
services  to  be  provided  will  improve  the 
quality  of  services  that  would  otherwise 
be  provided. 
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(b)  Continuation  of  grant  support  is 
based  on  the  following: 

(1)  Satisfactory  progress  in 
implementing  a  comprehensive 
childhood  lead  poisoning  prevention 
program. 

(2)  Satisfactory  performance  in 
conducting  program  activities  which 
decrease  the  risk  of  children  identified 
with  lead  toxicity. 

(3)  The  extent  to  which  a  financial 
commitment  to  continue  the  program 
after  grant  support  is  terminated  is  being 
developed. 

§  51b. 8C8  How  may  grant  funds  be  used? 

(a)  The  grantee  shall  provide 
assurances,  satisfactory  to  the 
Secretary,  that  Federal  funds  will  be 
used  to  supplement  and  not  replace 
State,  local,  and  other  non-Federal  funds 
that  would,  in  the  absence  of  Federal 
funds,  be  made  available  to  the 
program.  The  grantee  shall  use  Federal 
funds  to  the  extent  practical  to  increase 
the  level  of  other  expenditures  for  the 
program. 

(b)  Grant  funds  may  be  used  to 
reimburse  out-of-pocket  expenses 
incurred  by  members  of  a  coordinating 
committee  in  the  performance  of  their 
duties. 

fc)  Grant  funds  shall  be  used  solely 
for  the  purposes  for  which  the  funds 
were  granted,  subject  to  the  following 
limitations: 

(1)  With  respect  to  medical  care  or 
treatment,  only  when  such  care  or 
treatment  is  required  for  emergency 
purposes  and  only  when  the  grantee 
finds  and  demonstrates  to  the 
satisfaction  of  the  Secretary  that  no 
other  funds  are  availably  for  this 
purpose. 

(2)  With  respect  to  the  elimination  of  a 
lead-based  paint  hazard  in  and  around  a 
residential  dwelling  unit,  only  under  one 
or  both  of  the  following  conditions: 

(i)  When  the  grantee  finds  and 
demonstrates  to  the  satisfaction  of  the 
Secretary  that  an  owner-occupant  of  a 
dwelling  which  houses  a  child  with 
diagnosed  lead  poisoning  is  financially 
unable  to  eliminate  the  hazard  and  that 
no  other  funds  are  reasonably  available 
for  the  reduction  of  the  hazard. 

(ii)  When  the  grantee  finds  that  a 
hazard  at  a  residential  dwelling  unit 
presents  an  imminent  danger  to  at  least 
one  child  with  lead  toxicity. 

PART  91  [Revoked] 

8.  Revoke  Part  91. 

(FR  Doc.  80-21078  Filed  7-18-80;  8:45  am| 
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FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

47  CFR  Part  73 

[BC  Docket  No.  80-201;  RM-3249;  BC 
Docket  No.  80-202;  RM-3234;  BC  Docket 
No.  80-213;  RM-3406] 

FM  Broadcast  Stations  in  North 
Charleston,  Goose  Creek  and  Mount 
Pleasant,  S.C.;  Order  Extending  Time 
for  Filing  Comments  and  Reply 
Comments 

AGENCY:  Federal  Communications 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Order,  extension  of  comment 
period. 

SUMMARY:  Action  taken  herein  extends 
the  time  for  filing  comments  and  reply 
comments  in  three  proceedings 
involving  proposed  assignments  of  FM 
channels  to  North  Charleston,  Goose 
Creek  and  Mount  Pleasant,  South 
Carolina.  Clarendon  County 
Broadcasting  Corp.,  requests  the 
additional  time  to  prepare 
counterproposals  for  submission  in 
comments.  . 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  filed  on  or 
before  July  21, 1980,  and  reply  comments 
on  or  before  August  11, 1980. 

ADDRESSES:  Federal  Communications 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20554. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Mark  N.  Lipp,  Broadcast  Bureau,  (202) 
632-7792. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

In  the  Matter  of  amendment  of 
§  73.202(b),  Table  of  Assignments,  FM 
Broadcast  Stations.  (North  Charleston, 
South  Carolina);  BC  Docket  No.  80-201, 
RM-3249. 

In  the  Matter  of  amendment  of 
§  73.202(b),  Table  of  Assignments,  FM 
Broadcast  Stations.  (Goose  Creek,  South 
Carolina);  BC  Docket  No.  80-202,  RM- 
3234. 

In  the  Matter  of  amendment  of 
§  73.202(b),  Table  of  Assignments,  FM 
Broadcast  Stations.  (Mount  Pleasant, 
South  Carolina);  BC  Docket  No.  80-213, 
RM-3406. 

Order  Extending  Time  for  Filing 
Comments  and  Reply  Comments 

Adopted:  June  27, 1980. 

Released:  July  9, 1980. 

By  the  Chief,  Policy  and  Rules  Division. 

1.  On  May  1, 1980,  the  Commission 
adopted  two  Notices  of  Proposed  Rule 
Making-.  (1)  proposing  the  assignment  of 
FM  Channel  241  to  North  Charleston, 
South  Carolina  (45  Fed.  Reg.  3438);  and 
(2)  proposing  the  assignment  of  FM 
Channel  269A  to  Goose  Creek,  South 
Carolina  (45  Fed.  Reg.  34936).  On  May  8, 


1980,  it  adopted  a  third  Notice  proposing 
the  assignment  of  FM  Channel  221A  to 
Mount  Pleasant,  South  Carolina,  45  Fed. 
Reg.  34937.  Comments  and  reply 
comments  in  the  North  Charleston  and 
Goose  Creek  proceedings  are  presently 
due  June  30  and  July  21, 1980, 
respectively.  Comments  and  reply 
comments  in  the  Mount  Pleasant 
proceeding  are  due  July  7  and  July  28, 
respectively. 

2.  On  June  23, 1980,  counsel  for 
Clarendon  County  Broadcasting  Corp., 
licensee  of  Station  WTWE(FM), 

Manning,  South  Carolina,  filed  a  request 
seeking  an  extension  of  time  in  all  three 
proceedings  to  and  including  July  21, 
1980,  for  the  filing  of  comments.  Counsel 
states  that  its  client  intends  to  file 
counterproposals  to  the  above  three 
proposals.  He  notes  that  since  a  new 
consulting  engineer  has  been  retained, 
additional  time  is  needed  to  prepare  the 
necessary  documentation  to  present  the 
counterproposals  in  comments. 

3.  We  are  of  the  view  that  the  public 
interest  would  be  served  by  granting  the 
additional  time  requested  so  that 
Clarendon  County  Broadcasting  Corp. 
may  file  information  in  the  three 
proceedings  which  would  help  the 
Commission  in  arriving  at  a  decision.  It 
will  also  be  necessary  to  extend  the 
reply  comment  dates. 

4.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered,  that  the 
dates  for  filing  comments  and  reply 
comments  in  Dockets  80-201,  80-202, 
and  80-213  are  extended  to  and 
including  July  21, 1980,  and  August  11, 
1980,  respectively. 

5.  This  action  is  taken  pursuant  to 
authority  found  in  Sections  4(i),  5(d)(1), 
and  303(r)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  and  §  0.281  of  the 
Commission's  Rules. 

Federal  Communications  Commission. 

Henry  L.  Baumann, 

Chief  Policy  and  Rules  Division.  Broadcast 
Bureau. 

[FR  Doc  80-21496  Filed  7-16-80: 8:45  am) 
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47  CFR  PART  19 

[Gen.  Docket  No.  80-330;  FCC  80-357] 

Scope  and  Coverage  of  Restrictions 
on  Employee  Financial  Interests 

agency:  Federal  Communications 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking. 

SUMMARY:  The  Commission  is  issuing 
this  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making  to 
establish  interpretative  rules  to  reflect  a 
construction  of  the  financial  holding 
limitations  contained  in  Section  4(b)  of 
the  Communications  Act  which  is 
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reasonable  and  with  certain  equitable 
exceptions  treat  the  financial  interests 
of  the  spouse  and  dependent  children  in 
the  same  manner  as  the  interests  of 
Commission  employees  under  Section 
4(b). 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  August  22, 1980,  and  Reply 
Comments  must  be  received  on  or 
before  September  2, 1980. 
addresses:  Federal  Communications 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20554. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Fred  J.  Goldsmith,  Office  of  Executive 
Director,  632-7143. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Adopted:  June  25, 1980. 

Released:  July  11, 1980. 

By  the  Commission:  Commissioner 
Washburn  concurring  and  issuing  a 
statement;  Commissioner  Brown  absent. 

Introduction  and  Summary 

1.  The  interpretative  rules  in  this 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making  are 
intended  to  reflect  a  construction  of  the 
financial  holding  limitations  contained 
in  Section  4(b)  of  the  Communications 
Act1  which  is  reasonable  and  which 
fully  effects  Congressional  intent. 
Interpretation  is  necessary  because  the 
categorical  language  of  Section  4(b),  if 
read  literally,  would  prohibit  employees 
from  holding  an  interest  in  any  company 
involved,  however  insignificantly,  in 
interstate  wire  or  radio  communications 
or  in  the  sale  of  wire  or  radio  equipment. 
In  the  telecommunications  age,  there  is 
scarcely  a  major  enterprise  which  is  not 
in  some  way  connected  with  a 
telecommunications  product.2  Statutes 


1 47  U.S.C.  154(b).  in  pertinent  part,  reads:  No 
member  of  the  Commission  or  person  in  its  employ 
shall  be  financially  interested  in  the  manufacture  or 
sale  of  radio  apparatus  or  of  apparatus  for  wire  or 
radio  communications;  in  communication  by  wire  or 
radio  or  in  radio  transmission  of  energy;  in  any 
company  furnishing  services  or  such  apparatus  to 
any  company  engaged  in  communication  by  wire  or 
radio  or  to  any  company  manufacturing  or  selling 
apparatus  used  for  communication  by  wire  or  radio; 
or  in  any  company  owning  stocks,  bonds,  or  other 
securities  of  any  such  company;  *  *  *  nor  own 
stocks,  bonds,  or  other  securities  of  any  corporation 
provisions  of  this  Act. 

2  Obvious  examples  are  transportation  common 
carriers  such  as  airlines,  railroads,  maritime  vessels, 
and  even  taxi  cabs  which  utilize  radio 
communications  regulated  by  the  FCC  and  are 
likely  to  be  licensees.  The  same  might  be  said  of 
heavy  industry  [e.g.,  steel,  forest  products, 
petroleum,  coal).  Additionaly,  virtually  every  large 
retail  establishment  sells  equipment  regulated  by 
the  FCC;  TV,  radios,  CB  sets,  microwave  ovens,  and 
bio-medical  equipment  are  some  examples. 
Moreover,  most  of  the  nation's  corporate  firms  are 

large  consumers  of  interstate  and  international 
communications  services  such  as  private  line 

telephone,  domestic  and  international  satellite,  and 

specialized  microwave;  these  corporations  have  an 
interest  in  FCC  common  carrier  regulation,  even 
though  the  dollar  amount  of  that  interest  may  be  de 
minimis  in  comparison  to  overall  corporate 


are  to  be  construed  reasonably,  not 
literally,  if  the  results  obtained  by  a 
literal  reading  are  absurd.  New  York 
Commission  on  Cable  Television  v. 

FCC,  571  F.2d  95,  98  (2d  Cir.  1977). 
Extending  the  prohibitions  of  Section 
4(b)  to  financial  interests  in  firms  whose 
involvement  with  FCC  regulation  is 
minuscule  (see  examples  in  note  2), 
would  produce  absurd  results. 
Consequently,  Section  4(b)  has  been 
construed  to  prohibit  employee  financial 
interests  in  companies  which  are 
“significantly”  regulated  by  the  FCC  and 
not  to  apply  to  companies  whose 
subjection  to  FCC  regulation  is 
marginal.3  Accordingly,  the  rules 
appended  to  this  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rule  Making  codify  our  construction  of 
Section  4(b)  with  respect  to  employees 
themselves  and  are  intended  to 
establish  clearer  and  more  practical 
guidelines  for  the  administration  of  the 
statute. 

2.  Section  4(b),  if  read  literally,  does 
not  encompass  the  financial  interests  of 
persons  other  than  FCC  employees 
personally.  However,  both  the  General 
Accounting  Office  and  the 
Subcommittee  on  Oversight  and 
Investigation  of  the  United  States  House 
of  Representatives  have  criticized  the 
situation  in  which  an  employee’s  spouse 
or  dependent  child  maintains  a  financial 
interest  strictly  forbidden  to  the 
employee  by  Section  4(b).  Such 
interests,  it  is  asserted,  represent  a  clear 
evasion  of  the  law’s  spirit,  and  the 
Commission  has  been  admonished  to 
take  measures  to  preclude  this 
perceived  circumvention  of  the  statute.4 
Hence,  the  rules  in  this  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rule  Making  incorporate  the 
view  that,  with  certain  equitable 
exceptions,  Congressional  intent — as 
illustrated  by  such  conflict  of  interest 
statutes  as  18  U.S.C.  2085— requires  that 


Finances.  Finally,  virtually  every  state,  city,  and 
municipality  holds  FCC  licenses  for  police,  fire, 
safety  and  internal  communications,  and  offers 
securities  to  the  public  as  well. 

3  This  construction  of  Section  4(b)  has  been 
endorsed  by  the  Department  of  Justice.  (See 
attached  correspondence). 

4  In  Hearings  before  the  House  Subcommittee  on 
Oversight  and  Investigations  in  1977,  Congressman 
Moss  stated  to  then  Chairman  Wiley:  "If  you  are 
subject  to  a  law  which  states  you  shall  not  have  any 
interest,  as  4(b)  does,  and  you  enumerate  the 
various  forms  of  interest  which  are  proscribed,  and 
go  ahead  to  permit  the  mere  transfer  to  the  child  or 
to  a  wife,  then  I  do  not  think  you  are  being  at  all 
responsive  to  the  law.  House  Report  No.  95-35,  95th 
Cong.,  1st  Session  at  27 .■’f 

s18  U.S.C.  208  provides:  (a)  Except  as  permitted 
by  subsection  (b)  hereof,  whoever  branch  of  the 
United  States  Government,  of  any  independent 
agency  of  the  United  States,  or  of  the  District  of 
Columbia,  including  a  special  Government 
employee,  participates  personally  and  substantially 
as  a  Government  officer  or  employee,  through 
decision,  approval,  disapproval,  recommendation, 


the  financial  interest  of  the  spouse  and 
employees  be  treated  in  the  same 
manner  as  the  interests  of  agency 
employees  under  Section  4(b). 

Construction  of  Section  4(b) 

3.  No  employee  shall  be  financially 
interested  "in  Communication  by  wire 
or  in  radio  transmission  of  energy.  ”  As 
indicated  in  paragraph  1,  this  provision 
is  properly  applied  only  to  firms 
engaged  in  business  activities  which  are 
significantly  regulated  by  the 
Commission.  If  a  firm  is  within  this 
category,  no  Commission  employee  may 
own  its  securities,  even  if  the 
“communications”  business  of  the  firm 
is  smaller  than  the  noncommunications 
activities  of  the  same  firm.  The  mere 
fact  that  the  company  holds  licenses 
issued  by  the  Commission  does  not 
necessarily  bring  it  within  the  ambit  of 
Section  4(b).  An  assessment  will  be 
made  on  a  case  by  case  basis  to 
determine  whether  a  firm  is  significantly 
regulated  by  the  Commission.  This 
construction  is  reflected  in  §  19.735- 
204(c)(1)  of  the  rules  as  set  out  in  the 
attached  Appendix. 

4.  No  employee  shall  be  financially 
interested  “in  the  manufacture  *  *  *  of 
radio  apparatus  or  of  apparatus  for  wire 
or  radio  communication. "  This 
restriction  is  clear  and  easily  construed. 
Hence,  even  if  the  manufacture  of  radio 
equipment  is  only  a  minor  part  of  the 
company’s  business,  employees  may  not 
invest  in  securities  of  that  company.  See 
Appendix,  §  19.735-204(c)(2). 

5.  No  employee  shall  be  financially 
interested  "in  the  *  *  *  sale  of  apparatus 
or  of  apparatus  for  wire  or  radio 
communication." To  avoid  unreasonable 
results,  this  provision  will  apply  to 
organizations  which  are  “significantly” 
regulated  by  the  Commission.  Such 
organizations  would  include,  for 
example,  importers  and  wholesalers 
which  assume  the  responsibility  for 
obtaining  type  acceptance,  type 
approval,  certification,  or  the 
registration  of  equipment  by  the 
Commission.  It  will  not  be  applied  to  bar 
interests  in  a  business  establishment 


the  rendering  of  advice,  investigation,  or  othewise, 
in  a  judicial  or  other  proceeding,  application, 
request  for  a  ruling  or  other  determination,  contract, 
claim,  controversy,  charge,  accusation,  arrest,  or 
other  particular  matter  in  which  to  his  knowledge, 
he,  his  spouse,  minor  child,  partner,  organization  in 
which  he  is  serving  as  officer,  director,  trustee, 
partner  or  employee,  or  any  person  or  organization 
with  whom  he  is  negotiating  or  has  any 
arrangement  concerning  prospective  employment, 
has  a  financial  interest — shall  be  fined  not  more 
than  $10,000  or  imprisoned  not  more  than  two  years, 
or  both.  See  also  "Ethics  in  Government  Act  of 
1978"  (Pub.  L.  95-521,  October  26, 1978),  which 
requires  government  employees  to  report  not  only 
their  own  financial  interests  but  also  those  of  a 
spouse  and  dependent  children. 
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which  merely  sells  radio  equipment  and 
whose  sales  activities  are  not 
“significantly”  regulated  by  the 
Commission.  See  Appendix,  §  19.735- 
204(c)(3). 

6.  No  employee  shall  be  financially 
interested  "in  any  company  furnishing 
services  or  [communications]  apparatus 
to  any  company  engaged  in 
communication  by  wire  or  radio  or  to 
any  company  manufacturing  or  selling 
apparatus  used  for  communication  by 
wire  or  radio."  This  provision  will  apply 
to  companies  engaged  in  furnishing 
services  and  apparatus  related  to  the 
communications  activity  of  a  company. 
Such  a  bar  will  extend,  for  example,  to 
financial  interests  in  a  consulting 
engineering  firm  or  law  firm  retained  by 
a  broadcast  station,  to  a  firm  supplying 
communications-related  components,  to 
a  firm  which  manufactures  radio 
equipment,  and  to  station  brokers, 
program  suppliers  and  syndicators. 
Conversely,  this  provision  would  not 
apply,  for  example,  to  a  company  which 
installs,  supplies,  and  services  a  vending 
machine  in  a  broadcast  Btation,  to  a 
company  which  provides  guards  for  a 
telephone  company  building,  or  to  a 
company  furnishing  janitorial  services 
to  a  radio  equipment  manufacturer.  See 
Appendix,  §  19.735-204(c)(4)  and  (5). 

7.  No  employee  shall  be  financially 
interested  "in  any  company  owning 
stocks,  bonds  or  other  securities  of  any 
such  company  *  *  *  nor  own  stocks, 
bonds  or  other  securities  of  any 
corporation  subject  to  *  *  *  this  Act.  ”  A 
literal  reading  of  this  provision  would, 
once  again,  prohibit  ownership  of  almost 
any  company.  Similarly,  employee 
ownership  of  securities  of  banks, 
savings  and  loan  associations,  insurance 
companies,  brokerage  houses,  and  other 
financial  institutions  could  raise 
questions.  Moreover,  any  company 
might  buy  the  securities  of  another 
company,  either  as  an  investment  or 
with  intent  to  acquire  the  other 
company.  Frequently,  there  is  no 
practical  way  for  an  employee  to 
determine  independently  which 
securities  are  held  by  some  other  firm.8 
To  avoid  prohibiting  investment  in  the 
securities  of  a  firm  simply  because  it 
might  hold  some  securities  of  a 
regulated  firm,  we  read  Section  4(b)  as 
applying  only  to  interests  in  firms  whose 
equitable  interest  in  regulated  firms  are 
known  or  can  be  readily  discerned  by 
consulting  standard  references.  Both  the 
employee  and  the  responsible  ethics 
official  need  to  be  able  to  rely  on  some 
readily  accessible  source  of  guidance. 


‘Indeed,  the  holding  may  be  in  “street  name"  by 
the  broker  or  in  the  name  of  a  bank  or  other 
nominee. 


Therefore,  the  new  §  19.735-204(d) 
provides  that  the  employee  or  the 
official  ruling  on  the  propriety  of  an 
employee’s  holdings  may  rely  on  the 
description  of  the  company's  business  in 
its  annual  report,  the  Standard  and 
Poor’s  and  Moody  Services,  or  the 
company’s  Form  10-K  filed  with  the 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
provided  that  neither  the  employee  nor 
the  official  has  actual  knowledge  of 
company  activities  which  bring  that 
company  within  the  purview  of  Section 
4(b).7 

8.  Mutual  Funds.  Another  illustration 
of  indirect  ownership,  mentioned  in  the 
previous  paragraph,  is  mutual  funds  or 
similar  collective  investment 
arrangements.  Mutual  funds  were  not 
prevalent  at  the  time  Section  4(b)  was 
enacted,  but  they  now  appear  to  be 
within  the  literal  language  of  that 
section  if  they  include  an  interest  in  any 
company  coming  within  the  provisions 
discussed  in  paragraphs  3-7  above.  We 
recognize,  however,  that  because  of  the 
breadth  of  the  other  restrictions  imposed 
by  the  provisions  of  Section  4(b)  to  the 
kinds  of  companies  whose  ownership  is 
prohibited  to  employees,  there  is  a 
substantial  likelihood  that  a  fund  will 
hold  shares  of  some  company  which  the 
employee  could  not  hold  directly.  We 
believe  that  to  absolutely  foreclose 
employees,  spouses,  and  dependent 
children  from  investment  in  a  diversified 
mutual  fund  would  be  an  unreasonable 
reading  of  the  statute.  Accordingly,  our 
interpretative  rules  reflect  contemporary 
realities,  noting  that  the  impact  on  the 
total  performance  of  our  restrictions  on 
a  major  mutual  fund  with  a  widely 
diversified  portfolio  is  likely  to  be 
minimal.  In  the  past,  we  have  taken  the 
position  that  diversified  mutual  funds 
were  a  permissible  investment  without 
limitation  on  the  amount  invested  and 
with  the  presumption  that  the 
description  “diversified”  was  adequate 
to  assure  that  the  holdings  of  the  fund  in 
prohibited  companies  would  not  be 
significant.  We  note  that  the  ethics  rules 
adopted  for  executive  branch  use 
exempt  mutual  fund  ownership  unless 
“the  fund  or  company  advertises  that  it 
specializes  in  a  particular  interest  or 
commodity.”  5  CFR  100.735-9(c).* 


1  Additionally,  if  the  company  publishes  a  list  of 
its  investment  holdings,  that  list  must  also  be 
consulted. 

8  5  CFR  100.735-9  provides: 


(c)  The  financial  interests  described  in  this 
paragraph  are  hereby  exempted,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  Section  208  of  Title  18,  United  States 
Code,  from  the  restrictions  of  paragraph  (a)  of  this 
section  and  of  Section  208  of  Title  18  as  being  too 
remote  or  inconsequential  to  affect  the  integrity  of 
an  employee’s  services  in  a  matter: 


Therefore,  we  propose  to  adopt  the 
standard  of  the  executive  branch  and 
impose  no  limitation  on  ownership  of 
mutual  funds  that  do  not  specialize  in 
communications  stocks. 

9.  Trust  Funds.  The  proposed  §  19.735- 
204(e)  provides  that  an  employee  who  is 
a  beneficiary  of  a  trust  which  holds 
prohibited  securities  shall  endeavor  to 
have  the  trustee  divest  those  securities. 

If  this  can  not  be  accomplished,  the 
employee  must  renounce  income  and 
any  interest  in  appreciation  from 
prohibited  holdings  while  employed  by 
the  Commission.  Employees  who  have 
retained  trust  holdings  in  reliance  on 
past  Commission  rulings  may  apply  for 
waiver  of  the  proposed  trust  provisions 
based  on  good  cause. 

10.  Extension  To  Spouse  And 
Dependent  Children.  After  the  effective 
date  of  this  rule  amendment  no 
Commission  employee's  spouse  or 
dependent  child  shall  have  a  financial 
interest  that  the  Commission  employee 
is  prohibited  from  holding  by  paragraph 
(c)  of  §  19.735-204  (discussed  above). 

The  term  “spouse”  is  defined  to  exclude 
a  marriage  partner  living  separate  and 
apart  from  the  employee  with  the 
intention  of  terminating  the  marriage  or 
providing  for  permanent  separation.  The 
term  “dependent  child”  is  defined  as  a 
child  or  stepchild  of  the  employee  who 
is  (1)  unmarried  and  under  the  age  of  21 
and  is  living  in  the  employee’s 
household,  or  (2)  is  a  dependent  of  the 
employee  for  purposes  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code.  The  definitions  are  taken 
from  the  Ethics  in  Government  Act  of 
1978,  Pub.  L.  95-521,  October  6, 1978. 
Existing  waivers  or  statements  of  non¬ 
participation  premised  on  the  financial 
interests  of  an  employee’s  spouse  or 
dependent  children  are  revoked. 
However,  provision  is  made  for  waiver 
of  the  rule  if  good  cause  is  shown.  We 
will  also  consider  reliance  by  employees 
on  past  Commission  waiver  decisions  in 
determining  good  cause  for  future 
waivers  of  the  rule. 

11.  Waivers  from  the  General 
Counsel.  If  these  rules  are  adopted, 
approval  for  waiver  of  our  conflict  of 
interest  rules,  the  conflict  of  interest 
statutes  in  accordance  with  Sections  205 
and  208(b)  of  Title  18,  United  States 
Code  will  be  delegated  to  the  General 
Counsel.  See  Appendix,  Part  I,  Chapter  I 
of  Part  47  of  the  Code  of  Federal 


(1)  Stocks,  bonds,  policies,  properties,  or  interests 
in  a  mutual  fund,  investment  company,  trust,  bank, 
or  insurance  company,  as  to  which  the  employee 
has  no  managerial  control  or  directorship.  In  the 
case  of  a  mutual  fund  or  investment  company,  this 
exemption  applies  only  where  the  assets  of  the  fund 
or  company  are  diversified;  it  does  not  apply  where 
the  fund  or  company  advertises  that  it  specializes  in 
a  particular  industry  or  commodity. 
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Regulations,  Introduction,  paragraph  H. 

1  and  47  CFR  19.735-412. 

Conclusion 

12.  For  the  most  part,  the  proposed 
rules  in  this  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule 
Making  integrate  and  codify  previous 
constructions  of  Section  4(b),  (see 
present  §  19.735-204)  and  are  intended 
to  better  and  more  completely  articulate 
those  constructions.  We  realize  the 
stringency  of  Section  4(b)  in  light  of  the 
ever-expanding  sphere  and  importance 
of  telecommunications.  So  far  as  we 
have  been  able  to  discern,  no  other 
federal  employees  are  subject  to 
financial  limitations  as  harsh  as  those 
imposed  by  Section  4(b),  and  the  FCC 
has  several  times  sought  Congressional 
modification  of  the  statute.  While  these 
rules  fully  reflect  the  comprehensive 
limitations  of  Section  4(b)  and — in  the 
case  of  spouses  and  dependent 
children — go  beyond  the  literal  language 
of  the  statute  (as  based  on  reasonable 
interpretation  and  recent  Congressional 
expression),  we  reaffirm  our  view  that 
the  prohibitions  of  the  present  Section 
4(b)  are  overbroad  in  some  respects  and 
unduly  restrict  the  investment 
opportunities  of  employees. 

Nonetheless,  until  such  time  as  the 
statute  is  modified  to  account  for  current 
conditions,  we  are  constrained  to 
interpret  and  apply  the  law  as 
constituted.9 

12.  Authority  for  adoption  of  this 
proposed  amendment  is  contained  in 
Sections  4(i)  and  303(r)  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended,  47  U.S.C.  154(i)  and  303(r). 

13.  In  order  to  resolve  this  matter  as 
expeditiously  as  possible  and  to 
conform  with  5  U.S.C  553,  all  comments 
should  be  filed  by  August  22, 1980,  and 
reply  comments  are  due  September  2, 
1980.  We  will  not  grant  extensions  of 
time  except  in  the  case  of  extraordinary 
circumstances. 

Federal  Communications  Commission. 10 
William ).  Tricarico, 

Secretary. 

Appendix 

PART  19— EMPLOYEE 
RESPONSIBILITIES  AND  CONDUCT 

1.  In  the  Introduction  to  Part  19  (See 
31  FR  2721,  February  15, 1966), 
paragraph  H  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

H.  Authority  for  the  review  of  the 
financial  statements  is  delegated  to  the 


•  Any  rule  that  may  be  subsequently  adopted  is 
subject  to  review  by  the  Office  of  Government 
Ethics  pursuant  to  5  CFR  735.104. 

10  See  attached  Statement  of  Commissioner 
Washburn. 


Executive  Director.  The  authority  for  the 
approval  of  waivers  submitted  under  47 
CFR  19.735-204,  or  pursuant  to  Sections 
205  and  208(b)  of  Title  18,  United  States 
Code,  is  delegated  to  the  General 
Counsel. 

2.  Section  19.735-204  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  19.735-204  Financial  interests. 

(a)  An  employee  of  the  Commission 
shall  not  have  a  direct  or  indirect 
financial  interest  that  conflicts 
substantially,  or  appears  to  conflict 
substantially,  with  his  Government 
duties  and  responsibilities. 

(b)  An  employee  of  the  Commission 
shall  not  engage  in,  directly  or 
indirectly,  a  financial  transaction  as  a 
result  of,  or  primarily  relying  on,  non¬ 
public  information  obtained  through  his 
Government  employment. 

(c)  No  Commission  employee,  an 
employee’s  spouse  or  dependent  child 
shall  have  a  financial  interest  in  any 
company  (or  other  entity)  described  in 
Section  4(b)  of  the  Communications  Act 
if  the  nature  of  the  business  of  that 
company  or  any  part  of  that  company  is 
such  that  it  is  significantly  subject  to 
regulation  by  the  Commission.  This 
prohibition  applies  to  companies  falling 
in  one  or  more  of  the  following 
categories: 

(1)  Any  company  engaged  in  any 
regulated  wire  or  radio  business 
communication; 

(2)  Any  company  engaged  in  the 
regulated  manufacture  of  radio 
apparatus  or  of  apparatus  for  wire  or 
radio  communication; 

(3)  Any  company  engaged  in  the 
regulated  sale  of  radio  apparatus  or  of 
apparatus  for  wire  or  radio 
communication  if  the  company  is 
significantly  subject  to  regulation  by  the 
Commission; 

(4)  Any  company  that  furnishes 
services  to  a  company  engaged  in  the 
wire  or  radio  communication  business 
or  in  the  manufacture  of  radio  apparatus 
or  in  the  sale  of  such  apparatus  (see 
paragraphs  (c)(1),  (2),  and  (3)  of  this 
section)  if  such  services  are  directly 
related  to  the  regulated  conduct  of  the 
communications,  manufacturing  or  sales 
business  in  which  that  company  is 
engaged; 

*  (5)  Any  company  that  furnishes 
communications-related  apparatus 
(components  or  equipment)  to  any 
company  engaged  in  the  regulated 
communications  business  or  in  the 
regulated  manufacture  of  radio 
apparatus  or  of  apparatus  for  wire  or 
radio  communications  or  in  the  sale  of 
such  apparatus  (see  paragraphs  (c)  (1), 
(2),  and  (3)  of  this  section;  and 


(6)  Any  company  holding  an  equity 
interest  in  an  identifiable  company  in 
the  regulated  wire  or  radio 
communications  business  or  the 
regulated  manufacture  of  radio 
equipment  or  the  regulated  sale  of  radio 
equipment  or  furnishing  of  service  or 
apparatus  to  such  a  regulated  company 
(see  paragraphs  (c)(1)— (5)  of  this 
section):  Provided,  however,  that  an 
employee  may  hold  the  shares  of  a 
mutual  fund  if  the  fund  does  not 
specialize  in  the  communications 
industry. 

Note. — For  purposes  of  this  section,  the 
term  “spouse”  does  not  include  a  marriage 
partner  living  separate  and  apart  from  the 
employee  with  the  intention  of  terminating 
the  marriage  or  providing  for  permanent 
separation.  The  term  “dependent  child” 
means  a  child  or  stepchild  of  the  employee 
who  is  (1)  unmarried  and  under  the  age  of  21 
and  is  living  in  the  employe’s  household,  or 
(2)  is  a  dependent  of  the  employee  for 
purposes  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code. 

(d)  In  considering  the  propriety  of 
holdings  in  a  particular  company,  the 
employee  and  the  official  ruling  on  the 
propriety  of  such  holding,  may  rely  on 
the  description  of  the  company’s 
business  set  out  in  Standard  and  Poor’s 
or  Moody  Services,  the  company’s 
annual  report,  or  the  company’s  Form 
10-K  filed  with  the  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission:  Provided, 
however,  that  neither  the  employee  nor 
the  official  has  independent  knowledge 
of  company  activities  within  the 
meaning  of  paragraph  (c)  of  this  section. 

(e) (1)  If  an  employee  of  the 
Commission  is  the  beneficiary  of  a  trust 
which  holds  the  securities  of  a  company 
described  in  paragraph  (a)  of  this 
section,  and  has  no  control  over  the 
assets  of  the  trust,  he/she  shall 
endeavor  to  have  the  trustee  divest 
those  securities  and  refrain  from  the 
purchase  of  additional  securities  of 
companies  subject  to  regulation  by  the 
Commission.  If  the  communications 
securities  are  not  divested,  the  employee 
shall  renounce  income  from  the 
communications  securities  during  the 
period  of  his  employment  by  the 
Commission. 

Note. — For  purposes  of  paragraph  (e)(1),  a 
trust  is  defined  as  any  agreement  by  which  a 
right  of  property,  real  or  personal,  is  held  by 
one  party  or  parties  for  the  benefit  of  another 
party  or  parties. 

(2)  If  the  employee’s  spouse  or 
dependent  child  is  the  beneficiary  of  a 
trust  which  holds  the  securities  of  a 
company  described  in  paragraph  (a)  of 
this  section,  and  has  no  control  over  the 
assets  of  the  trust,  he/she  shall 
endeavor  to  have  the  trustee  divest 
those  securities  and  refrain  from  the 
purchase  of  additional  securities  of 
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companies  regulated  by  the 
Commission. 

(3)  An  employee  or  his/her  spouse  or 
dependent  child  who  is  a  beneficiary  of 
a  trust  which  contains  prohibited 
securities,  may,  if  good  cause  is  shown, 
be  granted  a  waiver  of  the  restrictions 
on  ownership  of  those  securities 
specified  in  paragraphs  (e)  (1)  and  (2)  of 
this  section. 

(f)  No  Commissioner  shall  have  a 
pecuniary  interest  in  any  hearing  or 
proceeding  in  which  he  participates.  (47 
U.S.C.  154(j).) 

(g)  An  employee  of  the  Commission  is 
also  subject  to  the  provisions  of  Federal 
conflicts  of  interest  statutes  which  are 
generally  applicable  to  Government 
employees,  but  which  do  not  supersede 
the  provisions  of  section  4(b)  of  the 
Communications  Act.  In  summary,  the 
main  conflict  of  interest  provisions 
applying  to  financial  interests  are: 

(1)  An  employee  may  not,  except  in 
the  discharge  of  his  official  duties 
represent  anyone  else  before  a  court  or 
Government  agency  in  a  matter  in  which 
the  United  States  is  a  party  or  has  an 
interest.  This  prohibition  applies  both  to 
paid  and  unpaid  representation  of 
another  (18  U.S.C.  203  and  205). 

(1)  This  prohibition  does  not  extend  to 
(o)  representation  of  another  person, 
without  compensation,  in  a  disciplinary, 
loyalty,  or  other  personnel  matter;  or  (6) 
the  giving  of  testimony  under  oath  or 
from  making  statements  required  to 
made  under  penalty  for  perjury  or 
contempt. 

(ii)  This  prohibition  may  be  waived 
under  the  express  approval  of  the 
Government  official  responsible  for  his 
appointment  in  the  case  of  an  employee 
who  represents,  with  or  without 
compensation,  his  own  parents,  spouse 
or  child  or  a  person  or  estate  he  serves 
as  a  fiduciary,  but  only  as  to  matters  in 
which  the  employee  has  not  participated 
personally  and  substantially  as  a 
Government  employe  and  which  are  not 
the  subject  of  his  official  responsibility. 

(2)  An  employee  may  not  participate 
in  his  governmental  capacity  in  any 
matter  in  which  he,  his  spouse,  minor 
child,  outside  business  associate  or 
person  with  whom  he  is  negotiating  for 
employment  has  a  financial  interest  (18 
U.S.C.  208). 

(i)  This  prohibition  shall  not  apply  if 
the  employee  advises  the  Government 
official  responsible  for  his  appointment 
of  the  nature  of  the  matter,  makes  full 
disclosure  of  the  financial  interest,  and 
receives  in  advance  a  written 
determination  that  the  interest  is  not  so 
substantial  as  to  be  deemed  likely  to 
affect  the  integrity  of  the  employee’s 
services. 


(ii)  With  respect  to  financial  interests 
of  the  employee  himself,  the  prohibition 
of  this  subparagraph  overlaps  the 
prohibitions  of  section  4(b)  of  the 
Communications  Act.  When  the 
prohibitions  of  section  4(b)  are 
applicable,  the  provisions  for  waiver  in 
paragraph  (g)(2)(i)  of  this  section  are  not 
applicable  with  respect  to  the  interest  of 
the  employee  himself. 

(3)  An  employee  may  not  receive  any 
salary,  or  supplementation  of  his 
Government  salary,  from  a  private 
source  as  compensation  for  his  services 
to  the  Government  (18  U.S.C.  209). 

(i)  This  prohibition  will  not  prevent  an 
employee  from  continuing  to  participate 
in  a  bona  fide  pension  plan  or  other 
employee  welfare  or  benefit  plan 
maintained  by  a  former  employer. 

(ii)  This  prohibition  is  not  applicable 
to  anyone  serving  the  Government 
without  compensation  or  to 
contributions,  awards,  or  other  expenses 
under  the  terms  of  the  Government 
Employees  Training  Act  (5  U.S.C.  2301- 
2319). 

3.  Section  19.735-412  the  headnote  and 
paragraphs  (a),  (b)  introductory  text, 
and  (c)  are  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  19.735-412  Procedure  for  obtaining 
waivers. 

(a)  As  indicated  in  §  19.735-204,  an 
employee  may  not,  except  in  the 
discharge  of  his  official  duties,  represent 
anyone  else  before  a  court  or 
Government  agency  in  a  matter  in  which 
the  United  States  is  a  party  or  has  an 
interest.  (18  U.S.C.  203  and  205).  An 
employee  may  not  participate  in  his 
governmental  capacity  in  any  matter  in 
which  he,  his  spouse,  minor  child, 
outside  business  associate  or  person 
with  whom  he  is  negotiating  for 
employment  has  a  financial  interest  (18 
U.S.C.  208).  Nor  may  the  spouse  or 
dependent  children  of  an  employee  have 
financial  interests  the  employee  is 
prohibited  from  holding  pursuant  to 
Section  4(b)  of  the  Communications  Act, 
as  amended  and  §  19.735-204. 

(b)  Requests  for  waivers  of  the 
applicability  of  the  above  Federal 
conflicts  of  interest  statutes  or,  if  good 
cause  can  be  shown,  of  the  prohibitions 
applied  to  a  spouse  or  dependent 
children  pursuant  to  Section  4(b)  of  the 
Communications  Act,  as  amended  and 
§  19.735.204,  may  be  submitted  as 
follows: 

***** 

(c)  All  requests  for  waivers  shall  be  in 
writing  and  in  the  required  detail.  They 
shall  be  furnished  to  the  General 
Counsel  for  approval  together  with  the 
recommendation  of  the  responsible 
official. 

***** 


Concurring  Statement  of  Commissioner 
Abbott  Washburn 

Re  Proposed  rules  restricting  section  4(b) 
Employee  Financial  Interests. 

)une  25, 1980. 

Hypothetical:  Grandma  Smith,  mother  of 
Joe  Smith,  an  employee  of  the  FCC,  dies 
leaving  a  will  which  establishes  a  trust  for 
the  benefit  of  Joe’s  son  Jack,  her  grandson. 
Included  in  the  assets  of  the  trust  are  10 
shares  of  AT&T  stock. 

It  makes  little  sense  for  the  Commission  to 
attempt  to  regulate  conflicts  of  interest  in 
such  a  case.  The  area  of  potential  abuse  is 
non-existent,  yet  this  is  precisely  what  this 
NPRM  attempts  to  do.  It  is  an  example  of 
needless  regulatory  over-reach.  Ownership 
by  or  for  our  employees’  dependent  children 
of  stock  in  companies  significantly  regulated 
by  the  FCC  is  simply  not  an  area  requiring 
additional  attention. 

Absent  from  the  document’s  rationale  is 
any  evidence  of  abuse  under  the  current 
interpretation  of  the  statute.  During  the 
Commission  meeting,  the  staff  could  cite  no 
such  abuses.  We  may  conclude,  therefore, 
that  the  current  interpretation  is  doing  the  job 
adequately.  In  fact,  no  other  federal 
employees  are  subject  to  financial  limitations 
as  harsh  as  those  imposed  under  our  current 
interpretation  of  Section  4(b).  With  no 
apparent  need  for  the  changes,  I  see  no 
reason  to  extend  the  limitations  further. 

I  am  concurring  in  the  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rulemaking  rather  than  dissenting  because 
that  mechanism  gives  our  employees  a 
chance  to  comment  on  the  changes. 

{FR  Doc.  80-21522  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am] 
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This  Section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  documents  other  than  rules  or 
proposed  rules  that  are  applicable  to  the 
public.  Notices  of  hearings  and 
investigations,  committee  meetings,  agency 
decisions  and  rulings,  delegations  of 
authority,  filing  of  petitions  and 
applications  and  agency  statements  of 
organization  and  functions  are  examples 
of  documents  appearing  in  this  section. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Forest  Service 

Carson  National  Forest  Grazing 
Advisory  Board;  Change  of  Meeting 
Date 

The  East  Carson  Grazing  Advisory 
Board  meeting  previously  scheduled  to 
meet  at  10:00  a.m.  on  July  26, 1980,  on  La 
Lama  Allotment  of  the  Questa  Ranger 
District,  Questa,  New  Mexico,  has  been 
rescheduled  to  meet  at  10:00  a.m.  on 
August  9, 1980,  on  the  La  Lama 
Allotment  of  the  Questa  Ranger  District, 
Questa,  New  Mexico. 

Dated:  July  9, 1980. 

Jack  Crellin, 

Forest  Supervisor. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21364  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am] 
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Tonto  National  Forest  Grazing 
Advisory  Board;  Notice  of  Meeting 

The  Tonto  National  Forest  Grazing 
Advisory  Board  will  meet  August  22, 
1980,  at  1  p.m.  at  the  office  of  the  Forest 
Supervisor,  Tonto  National  Forest, 
located  at  102  South  28th  Street, 

Phoenix,  Arizona. 

The  purpose  of  this  meeting  is  to 
cover  the  following  agenda  items: 

1.  Selection  of  officers  by  the  newly 
elected  Advisory  Board. 

2.  Review  of  expenditure  of  FY 1979 
Range  Betterment  Funds  authorized  by 
Public  Law  94-579,  and  planned 
expenditure  of  FY  1980  and  FY  1981 
funds. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the 
public.  Persons  who  wish  to  attend 
should  notify  James  L.  Kimball, 
Supervisor,  Tonto  National  Forest,  102 
South  28th  Street,  Phoenix,  Arizona, 
85038,  telephone  (602)  261-3205.  Written 
statements  may  be  filed  with  the  Board 
before  or  after  the  meeting. 


Oral  statement  may  be  made  by 
public  attendance  when  recognized  by 
the  Chair. 

Dated:  July  2, 1980. 

James  L.  Kimball, 

Forest  Supervisor. 

(FR  Doc.  80-21389  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am] 
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CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

All-Cargo  Air  Service  Certificate; 
Application 

July  11, 1980. 

In  accordance  with  Part  291  (14  CFR 
291)  of  the  Board’s  Economic 
Regulations  (effective  November  8, 

1978),  notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
Civil  Aeronautics  Board  has  received  an 
application,  Docket  38349,  from  Sun 
Land  Airlines,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  30611, 
Hangar  8,  JFK  International  Airport, 
Jamaica,  New  York  11430  for  an  all- 
cargo  air  service  certificate  to  provide 
domestic  cargo  transportation. 

Under  the  provisions  of  §  291.12(c)  of 
Part  291,  interested  persons  may  file  an 
answer  in  opposition  to  this  application 
by  August  7, 1980.  An  executed  original 
and  six  copies  of  such  answer  shall  be 
addressed  to  the  Docket  Section,  Civil 
Aeronautics  Board,  Washington,  D.C. 
20428.  It  shall  set  forth  in  detail  the 
reasons  for  the  position  taken  and  must 
relate  to  the  fitness,  willingness,  or 
ability  of  the  applicant  to  provide  all- 
cargo  air  service  or  to  comply  with  the 
Act  or  the  Board’s  orders  and 
regulations.  The  answer  shall  be  served 
upon  the  applicant  and  state  the  date  of 
such  service. 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  80-21396  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am] 
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[80-7-80] 

Chicago-Tucson  Subpart,  Proceeding 

AGENCY:  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 
ACTION:  Notice  of  order  to  show  cause 
(80-7-80). _ 

SUMMARY:  The  Board  is  instituting  the 
Chicago-Tucson  Subpart  Q  Proceeding 
and  is  proposing  to  grant  nonstop  'v 
authority  to  United  Air  Lines  in  the 
Chicago-Tucson  market  under  expedited 
procedures  of  Subpart  Q  of  its 
Procedural  Regulations.  The  tentative 


findings  and  conclusions  will  become 
final  if  no  objections  are  filed. 

The  complete  text  of  this  order  is 
available  as  noted  below. 

DATES:  Objections:  All  interested 
persons  having  objections  to  the  Board 
issuing  the  proposed  authority  shall  file, 
and  serve  upon  all  persons  listed  below, 
no  later  than  August  18, 1980,  a 
statement  of  objections,  together  with  a 
summary  of  the  testimony,  statistical 
data,  and  other  material  expected  to  be 
relied  upon  to  support  the  stated 
objections. 

addresses:  Objections  to  the  issuance 
of  a  final  order  should  be  filed  in  Docket 
38232,  which  we  have  entitled  the 
Chicago-Tucson  Subpart  Q  Proceeding. 
They  should  be  addressed  to  the  Docket 
Section,  Civil  Aeronautics  Board, 
Washington,  D.C.  20428. 

In  addition,  copies  of  such  filings 
should  be  served  upon  United  Air  Lines; 
Arizona  Department  of  Transportation, 
Aeronautics  Division;  Illinois 
Department  of  Aviation,  Division  of 
Aeronautics;  mayors  of  Chicago  and 
Tucson;  airport  manager,  Chicago 
O’Hare  International  Airport  and  the 
airport  manager,  Tucson  International 
Airport. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Lucille  J.  Mellema,  Bureau  of  Domestic 
Aviation,  Civil  Aeronautics  Board,  1825 
Connecticut  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20428  (202)  873-5105. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
complete  text  of  Order  80-7-80  is 
available  from  our  Distribution  Section, 
Room  516,  Civil  Aeronautics  Board,  1825 
Connecticut  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20428.  Persons  outside  the 
metropolitan  area  may  send  a  postcard 
request  for  Order  80-7-80  to  that 
address. 

By  the  Bureau  of  Domestic  Aviation:  July 
14, 1980. 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  60-21395  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6320-01-M 


[80-7-74] 

Southwest  Airlines  Subpart  Q 
Restriction  Removal  Proceeding 
(Hobby  Airport) 

agency:  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 
ACTION:  Notice  of  order  to  show  cause 
(Order  80-7-74). 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  45,  No.  139  /  Thursday,  July  17,  1980  /  Notices 


47891 


SUMMARY:  The  Board  is  instituting  the 
Southwest  Airlines  Subpart  Q 
Restriction  Removal  Proceeding  (Hobby 
Airport)  and  is  proposing  to  remove  a 
restriction  in  Southwest’s  certificate 
which  requires  service  in  10  Houston 
intra-Texas  markets  to  be  provided 
through  the  William  P.  Hobby  Airport  in 
Houston.  The  proceeding  is  being 
processed  under  the  expedited 
procedures  of  Subpart  Q  of  the  Board’s 
Procedural  Regulations.  The  tentative 
findings  and  conclusions  will  become 
final  if  no  objections  are  filed.  The 
complete  text  of  this  order  is  available 
as  noted  below. 

DATES:  All  interested  persons  having 
objections  to  the  Board  issuing  the 
proposed  authority  shall  file,  and  serve 
upon  all  persons  listed  below,  no  later 
than  August  13, 1980,  a  statement  of 
objections  together  with  a  summary  of 
the  testimony,  statistical  data,  and  other 
material  expected  to  be  relied  upon  to 
support  the  stated  objections. 

addresses:  Objections  to  the  issuance 
of  a  final  order  should  be  filed  in  Docket 
38283,  which  we  have  entitled  the 
Southwest  Airlines  Subpart  Q 
Restriction  Removal  Proceeding  (Hobby 
Airport).  They  should  be  addressed  to 
the  Docket  Section,  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board,  1825  Connecticut  Avenue,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20428. 

In  addition,  copies  of  such  filings 
should  be  served  on  Southwest  Airlines, 
the  Mayors  of  Houston,  Amarillo, 

Austin,  Beaumont,  Corpus  Christi, 
Dallas,  Fort  Worth,  El  Paso,  Harlingen, 
Lubbock,  Midland  and  San  Antonio,  the 
Airport  Directors  of  the  William  P. 
Hobby  Airport,  Amarillo  International 
Airport,  Robert  Mueller  Municipal 
Aifport,  Corpus  Christi  International 
Airport,  Dallas-Fort  Worth  Regional 
Airport,  El  Paso  International  Airport, 
Harlingen  Airport,  Lubbock 
International  Airport,  Midland  Regional 
Airport,  San  Antonio  International 
Airport,  and  the  Houston 
Intercontinental  Airport  and  the  Texas 
Aeronautics  Commission. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

James  Ransom,  Bureau  of  Domestic 
Aviation,  Civil  Aeronautics  Board,  1825 
Connecticut  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20428,  (202)  673-5197. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
complete  text  of  Order  80-7-74  is 
available  from  our  Distribution  Section, 
Room  516, 1825  Connecticut  Avenue, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20428.  Persons 
outside  the  metropolitan  area  may  send 
a  postcard  request  for  Order  80-7-74  to 
that  address. 


By  the  Bureau  of  Domestic  Aviation,  July 
11, 1980. 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  00-21389  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6320-01-M 


COMMISSION  ON  CIVIL  RIGHTS 

Michigan  Advisory  Committee;  Agenda 
and  Notice  of  Open  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Rules  and  Regulations 
of  the  U.S.  Commission  on  Civil  Rights, 
that  a  planning  meeting  of  the  Michigan 
Advisory  Committee  (SAC)  of  the 
Commission  will  convene  at  10:00  am 
and  will  end  at  4:00  pm,  on  August  7, 
1980,  at  the  Anti-Defamation  League,  163 
Madison,  Detroit,  Michigan  48226. 

Persons  wishing  to  attend  this  open 
meeting  should  contact  the  Committee 
Chairperson,  or  the  Mid-western 
Regional  Office,  230  South  Dearborn 
Street,  32nd  Floor,  Chicago,  Illinois 
60604. 

The  purpose  of  this  meeting  is  to 
discuss  criminal  justice  and  civil  rights 
in  Michigan. 

This  meeting  will  be  conducted 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rules 
and  Regulations  of  the  Commission. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  July  11, 1980. 
Thomas  L.  Neumann, 

Advisory  Committee  Management  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21376  Filed  7-16-80;  6:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6335-0 1-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

International  Trade  Administration 

Arizona  State  University;  et  al.; 
Applications  for  Duty-Free  Entry  of 
Scientific  Articles 

The  following  are  notices  of  the 
receipt  of  applications  for  duty-free 
entry  of  scientific  articles  pursuant  to 
Section  6(c)  of  the  Educational, 

Scientific  and  Cultural  materials 
Importation  Act  of  1966  (Public  Law  89- 
651;  80  Stat.  897).  Interested  persons 
may  present  their  views  with  respect  to 
the  question  of  whether  an  instrument  or 
apparatus  of  equivalent  scientific  value 
for  the  purposes  for  which  the  article  is 
intended  to  be  used  is  being 
manufactured  in  the  United  States.  Such 
comments  must  be  filed  in  triplicate 
with  the  Director,  Statutory  Import 
Programs  Staff,  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce,  Washington,  D.C.  20230, 
within  20  calendar  days  after  the  date 
on  which  this  notice  of  application  is 
published  in  the  Federal  Register. 


Regulations  (15  CFR  301.9)  issued 
under  the  cited  Act  prescribe  the 
requirements  for  comments. 

A  copy  of  each  application  is  on  file, 
and  may  be  examined  between  8:30  a.m. 
and  5:00  p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday,  in 
Room  3109  of  the  Department  of 
Commerce  Building,  14th  and 
Constitution  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20230. 

Docket  No.  80-00270.  Applicant: 
Arizona  State  University,  Tempe, 

Arizona  85281.  Article:  Tandem  Fabry- 
Perot  Control  System.  Manufacturer  J.R. 
Sandercock,  Switzerland.  Intended  use 
of  article:  The  article  is  intended  to  be 
used  for  studies  of  polymers  and 
biopolymers,  particularly  DNA  in  search 
of  the  predicted  lowest  frequency 
optical  mode  in  DNA.  Experiments  will 
also  include  a  study  of  the  normal 
modes  of  macroscopic  lattices.  The 
objective  is  to  obtain  a  better 
understanding  of  the  manner  in  which 
the  dynamics  of  macromolecules  relate 
to  their  structure  and  friction.  The 
article  will  also  be  used  by  graduate 
students  in  the  course  of  their 
dissertation  research.  Application 
received  by  Commissioner  of  Customs: 
April  9. 1900. 

Docket  No.  80-00271.  Applicant:  The 
University  of  Arizona,  Tucson,  Arizona 
85721.  Article:  Gas  Chromatograph-Mass 
Spectrometer,  Model  MAT  311A. 
Manufacturer:  Varian  MAT,  West 
Germany.  Intended  use  of  article:  The 
article  is  intended  to  be  used  to  provide 
analytical  (MS)  data  for  the  wide  array 
of  sample  classes  routinely  encountered. 
In  particular,  the  acquisition  of  both  high 
and  low  mass  spectra  on  minute 
samples  of  natural  or  synthetic  origin 
introduced  by  either  a  direct  probe  or 
gas  chromatographic  inlet.  Types  of 
compunds  typically  encountered 
include:  nucleosides,  nucleotides, 
nucleic  acid  bases,  antibiotics  related  to 
mitomycin  and  anthracyline,  biogenic 
amines,  CNS  agents  resembling  die 
phenothiazines  and  tricyclic  anti¬ 
depressants,  phenobarbital  and 
phenytoin,  5-blocking  agents  like 
propranolol,  high  molecular  weight 
petroleum  products,  polyisoprenes  and 
other  natural  and  synthetic  substances. 
Typical  problems  to  be  investigated  will 
include: 

(a)  The  development  of  clinical 
applications  of  GC/MS  for  studying 
nucleic  acid  chemistry,  biochemistry 
and  pharmacology. 

(b)  The  isolation  and  structure 
elucidation  of  antineoplastic  agents 
from  plants. 

(c)  Structure  determination  of 
antibiotics  related  to  mitomycin  and 
antracycline  isolated  from  natural  and 
synthetic  sources. 
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(d)  Analysis  of  hydrocarbon 
components  of  plants. 

(e)  Use  of  stable  isotopes  as 
diagnostic  tools  in  pharmacokinetics. 

(f)  Assessment  of  27-blockade  due  to 
propranolol. 

(g)  Structure  determination 
metabolism/distribution  studies  of  CNS 
active  agents  related  to  phenothiazines 
and  tricyclic  antidepressants.  The 
article  will  also  be  used  for  educational 
purposes  in  the  courses:  Pharmacy  598. 
Special  Topics.  Advanced  Analytical 
Instrumentation,  a  graduate  level  course 
covering  the  use  of  GC,  HPLC  and  MS  to 
pharmacological  problems  of  analysis 
and  Graduate  Student  Training  in  which 
selected  students  will  be  trained  in  the 
applications  and  techniques  of  GC/MS/ 
DS  operation.  Application  received  by 
Commissioner  of  Customs:  April  9, 1980. 

Docket  No.  80-00272.  Applicant: 
University  of  California,  Los  Angeles, 

405  Hilgard  Avenue,  Los  Angeles,  CA 
90024.  Article:  Nuclear  Magnetic  , 
Resonance  Spectrometer,  Model  FX 
90Q.  Manufacturer:  JEOL  Ltd.,  Japan. 
Intended  use  of  article:  The  article  is 
intended  to  be  used  to  study  chemical 
kinetics  and  the  molecular  structure  of  a 
wide  variety  of  mostly  new  compounds 
in  solution.  The  instrument  will  be  used 
to  record  the  spectra  of  several  nuclei 
(e.g.,  carbon  and  proton,  nitrogen  and 
proton,  carbon  and  nitrogen  and 
protons,  and  lithium  and  carbon  and 
protons)  on  the  sample  without 
distrubing  this  sample  from  its  constant 
temperature  environment  in  the 
spectrometer  probe.  Research  to  be 
conducted  involves  low  temperature 
examination  of  unstable  molecular 
species  (and  equilibria)  which  are  often 
tedious  to  prepare,  and  whose 
compositions  can  only  be  approximately 
duplicated.  The  article  will  be  used  by 
graduate  students  with  BS  degrees  in 
their  research  work  towards  the  Ph.D 
degree.  Application  received  by 
Commissioner  of  Customs:  April  9, 1980. 

Docket  No.  80-00273.  Applicant: 
Providence  Medical  Center,  700  N.E. 

47th  Avenue,  Portland,  Oregon  97213. 
Article:  Ultrasonic  Generator,  RWl  Mk2. 
Manufacturer:  Hawker  deHavilland 
Australia  Pty.  Ltd.,  Australia.  Intended 
use  of  article:  The  article  is  intended  to 
be  used  for  studies  of  the  effect  of 
ultrasonic  radiation  in  the  reduction  of 
dysfunctional  vestibular  input  in 
positional  vertigo  with  particular 
reference  to  the  mode  of  application  and 
to  the  side  effects  of  cochlear  damage. 
The  basic  objective  is  to  determine  the 
efficacy  of  this  mode  of  treatment  for 
certain  types  of  positional  vertigo.  The 
article  will  be  used  on  specific  human 
subjects  who  are  fully  informed  as  to  the 
experimental  nature  of  this  form  of 


treatment  and  who  have  been  proven  to 
be  unbeatable  with  other  methods. 
Application  received  by  Commissioner 
of  Customs:  April  10, 1980. 

Docket  No.  80-00274.  Applicant:  The 
University  of  Michigan,  Department  of 
Geological  Sciences,  1006  C.  C.  Little 
Building,  Ann  Arbor,  Michigan  48109. 
Article:  Ratio  Mass  Spectrometer,  MM 
602E  and  Accessories.  Manufacturer: 

VG  Isotopes,  United  Kingdom.  Intended 
use  of  article:  The  article  is  intended  to 
be  used  for  education-related  research 
activities  including:  Diagenetic 
alteration  of  isotopic  and  trace  element 
chemical  composition  of  foraminiferal 
calcites  and  geo-chemistry  of  regionally 
extensive,  zoned  phreatic  calcite 
cements. 

Because  of  the  complex  nature  of  the 
equipment  and  preparation  procedures, 
several  training  courses  will  be  given  to 
properly  train  personnel.  In  addition  to 
providing  a  working  knowledge  of  the 
technical  aspects  of  the  equipment,  this 
training  will  encourage  application  of 
isotopic  techniques  to  a  variety  of  inter¬ 
disciplinary  research  projects. 
Application  of  isotopic  techniques  will 
be  stressed  in  several  semester  length 
courses,  including  Isotope 
Geochemistry,  Marine  Geochemistry, 
Sedimentology,  Carbonate  Diagenesis, 
Economic  Geology,  paleo-oceanography, 
and  Archeological  Geology.  Application 
received  by  Commissioner  of  Customs: 
April  21, 1980. 

Docket  No.  80-00275.  Applicant: 
University  of  California,  Los  Angeles, 

405  Hilgard  Avenue,  Los  Angeles,  CA 
90024.  Article:  Multi-purpose 
Spectrophotometer,  Spectroplus-D  and 
Accessories.  Manufacturer:  MSE 
Scientific  Instruments,  United  Kingdom. 
Intended  use  of  article:  The  article  is 
intended  to  be  used  for  educational 
purposes  in  the  courses:  Biology  162 — 
Plant  Physiology  for  experiments  in 
photosynthesis,  respiration  and  water 
balance  in  plants  and  Biology  163 — 

Plant  Physiology  Lab  for  experiments 
involving  pigment  identification, 
photochemical  detection  of  activity, 
metabolic  studies  in  plants, 
mitochondrial  respiration.  Application 
received  by  Commissioner  of  Customs: 
April  21, 1980. 

Docket  No.  80-00276.  Applicant: 
Presbyterian  Hospital,  Columbia- 
Presbyterian  Medical  Center,  622  West 
168th  Street,  New  York,  N.Y.  10032. 
Article:  Linear  Accelerator,  Therac  6/ 
Neptune  and  Accessories.  Manufacturer: 
Atomic  Energy  of  Canada,  Canada. 
Intended  use  of  article:  The  article  will 
be  used  to  study  the  complex  and 
sophisticated  techniques  in  radiation 
therapy  as  an  important  part  of  clinical 
cancer  research.  Experiments  will  be 


conducted  to  verify  the  dose  distribution 
of  the  deep-seated  cancers  and  vital 
normal  tissues  and  organs.  In  addition, 
the  article  will  be  used  in  a  resident 
teaching  program  for  continuing 
education  of  physicians  specializing  in 
the  field  of  Radiation  Therapy. 
Application  received  by  Commissioner 
of  Customs:  April  21, 1980. 

Docket  No.  80-00277.  Applicant: 
National  Bureau  of  Standards, 
Washington,  D.C.  20234.  Article: 

Spinning  Rotor  Pressure  Gauge. 
Manufacturer.  Kemforschungsanlage 
Julich  GmbH,  West  Germany.  Intended 
use  of  article:  The  article  is  intended  to 
be  used  to  measure  the  pressure  of 
argon,  nitrogen,  helium,  and  hydrogen 
isotopes  in  the  vacuum  range  1  x  10“ 4  to 
1  x  10" 1  Pa.  Pumping  speeds  and  other 
characteristics  of  vacuum  systems 
designed  to  handle  those  gases  will  also 
be  determined.  Application  received  by 
Commissioner  of  Customs:  April  21, 

1980. 

Docket  No.  80-00278.  Applicant: 
University  of  Chicago,  Argonne  National 
Laboratory,  9700  South  Cass  Avenue, 
Argonne,  Illinois  60439.  Article: 
Automatic  Liquid  Extraction 
Measurement  Apparatus.  Manufacturer 
MEAB  Metallextraktion  AB,  Sweden. 
Intended  use  of  article:  The  article  is 
intended  to  be  used  for  the  continuous 
measurement  of  partition  factors  of 
metal  ions  in  liquid-liquid  extraction 
systems.  The  materials  to  be 
investigated  are  related  to  nuclear  fuel 
reprocessing  and  hydrometallurgical 
processing.  Experiments  will  be 
conducted  to  investigate  selective 
organic  extractants  for  use  in  liquid- 
liquid  extraction.  Application  received 
by  Commissioner  of  Customs:  April  24, 
1980. 

Docket  No.  80-00279.  Applicant:  The 
Salk  Institute  for  Biological  Studies, 
10010  No.  Torrey  Pines  Road,  La  Jolla, 
CA  92037.  Article:  Electron  Microscope, 
Model  EM  109  and  Accessories. 
Manufacturer:  Carl  Zeiss,  West 
Germany.  Intended  use  of  article:  The 
article  is  intended  to  be  used  for 
experimental  studies  of  the  structure 
and  development  of  the  brain.  Most  of 
the  material  to  be  used  will  be  from  the 
brains  of  rats,  chicks  and  monkeys.  _ 
Some  of  the  tissues  will  be  from  normal 
brains,  some  will  be  from  animals 
subjected  to  a  variety  of  experimental 
manipulations,  generally  involving  the 
removal  of  one  or  more  inputs  to  the 
regions  of  the  brain  which  are  of 
particular  interest — including  the 
hippocampal  formation,  the 
hypothalamus  and  the  optic  tectum.  The 
principal  objective  of  the  research  is  to 
elucidate  how  the  brain  develops  and 
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especially  how  connections  are  formed 
between  different  parts  of  the  brain.  The 
article  will  also  be  used  for  the  training 
of  graduate  students  who  are  working 
for  the  Ph.  D.  degree,  and  for  the  post¬ 
doctoral  training  of  research  fellows 
who  have  Ph.  D.’s.  Application  received 
by  Commissioner  of  Customs:  April  24, 
1980. 

Docket  No.  80-00281.  Applicant:  New 
York  State  Energy  Research  and 
Development  Authority,  Rockefeller 
Plaza,  Albany,  New  York  12223.  Article: 
(6  Units  Each)  Ink  Recorder  &  Electronic 
Amplifier.  Manufacturer:  Gunar 
Streckeisen  &  Company,  Switzerland. 
Intended  use  of  article:  The  article  is 
intended  to  be  used  as  part  of  6 
seismograph  stations  that  will  be  set  up 
in  the  Albany-Saratoga  Springs  area  to 
study  earthquake  activity.  This  work  is 
part  of  the  study  to  determine  the 
geothermal  energy  potential  in  this  area. 
Application  received  by  Commissioner 
of  Customs:  April  25, 1980. 

Docket  No.  80-00282.  Applicant: 
Temple  University  School  of  Medicine, 
Department  of  Microbiology  & 
Immunology,  3400  North  Broad  Street, 
Philadelphia,  PA  19140.  Article:  Electron 
Microscope,  Model  H-600-2. 
Manufacturer:  Hitachi  Scientific 
Instruments,  Japan.  Intended  use  of 
article:  The  article  is  intended  to  be 
used  to  study  the  structure  and 
synthesis  of  bacterial  cell  walls  and 
membranes:  the  division  of  bacteria;  the 
morphogenetic  process  that  is  involved 
in  converting  the  yeast,  Candida 
albicans,  into  a  human  pathogen;  the 
role  of  cyclic  nucleotides  in  the 
mitogenic  response  in  lymphocytes;  and 
the  surface  properties  of  permanently 
proliferating  lymphoblastoid  cell-lines 
produced  by  transforming  isolated  blood 
lymphocytes  with  Epstein-Barr  Virus. 
These  specimens  will  be  prepared  by 
using  various  negative  stain,  thin 
section,  freeze  fracture,  and  replica 
techniques  and  examined  with  electron 
microscope  in  the  transmission, 
secondary  and  transmitted  scanning 
modes.  The  articles  will  also  be  used  to 
train  graduate  students  in  the  use  of 
electron  microscopy.  Application 
received  by  Commissioner  of  Customs: 
April  25, 1980. 

Docket  No.  80-0283.  Applicant: 
University  of  Florida,  Institute  of  Food 
and  Agricultural  Sciences,  Dept,  of  Plant 
Pathology,  Bldg.  717,  Gainesville,  FL 
32611.  Article:  Electron  Microscope, 
Model  H-600-3  and  Accessories. 
Manufacturer:  Hitachi  Scientific 
Instruments,  Japan.  Intended  use  of 
article:  The  article  is  intended  to  be 
used  to: 

Study  development  of  plant  virus- 
induced  inclusion  bodies  and  viruses. 


Study  the  fine  structure  of  extracted 
viruses  and  virus-induced  inclusions. 

Determine  morphology  and  size  of 
plasmids  associated  with  cytoplasmic 
male  sterility  in  plants  and  with 
bacterial  plant  pathogens. 

Search  for  potential  cytoplasmic  male 
sterility  factors  in  maize  and  petunia  in 
ultrathin  tissue  sections  and  in  extracts. 
Determine  effects  of  male  sterility  on 
plant  organelles. 

Detect  and  identify  plant  viruses  by 
characteristic  morphology  and 
substructure  of  viruses  and  virus- 
induced  inclusions. 

Investigate  efficacy  of  various 
negative  staining  procedures  for 
contrast  enhancement  of  viruses  and 
inclusions. 

Study  ultra  structural  events 
associated  with  infection  of  plants  by 
pathogenic  bacteria. 

The  article  will  also  be  used  for 
teaching  graduate  students  electron 
microscopic  techniques  for  use  with 
plant  viruses  and  for  their  thesis  or 
dissertation  research.  Application 
received  by  Commissioner  of  Customs: 
April  25, 1980. 

Docket  No.  80-00284.  Applicant: 
National  Aeronautics  and  Space 
Administration,  Ames  Research  Center, 
Moffett  Field,  CA  94035.  Article:  Double- 
Tilt  Specimen  Holder,  X-Ray  Mode  Unit, 
and  Microdiffraction  Unit. 

Manufacturer:  Hitachi  Corporation, 
Japan.  Intended  use  of  article:  The 
articles  are  accessories  that  will  be  used 
as  integral  parts  of  an  existing  high- 
resolution  transmission/scanning 
transmission  electron  microscope  in 
various  areas  of  materials  research.  In 
particular,  the  articles  will  be  used  for 
very  small  area  electron  diffraction, 
metallurgical  applications,  and  X-ray 
microanalysis.  Application  received  by 
Commissioner  of  Customs:  April  25, 

1980. 

Docket  No.  80-00285.  Applicant: 
National  Aeronautics  and  Space 
Administration,  Ames  Research  Center, 
Moffett,  Field,  CA  94035.  Article:  Optical 
Band  Pass  Filters.  Manufacturer 
Edinburgh  Instruments,  Ltd.,  United 
Kingdom.  Intended  use  of  article:  The 
article  is  intended  to  be  used  for  the 
studies  of  Jupiter’s  atmosphere. 
Specifically,  the  experiment  to 
determine  the  depth  of  penetration  of 
solar  energy;  the  net  thermal  flux  as  a 
function  of  altitude,  the  abundance  of 
water  vapor,  the  distribution  of 
ammonia  with  altitude,  the  location  of 
clouds,  and  the  source  of  excess  4-5 
micron  radiation  in  the  Jupiter 
atmosphere.  Application  received  by 
Commissioner  of  Customs:  April  28, 
1980. 


Docket  No.  80-00286.  Applicant: 
Lyndon  B.  Johnson  Space  Center, 
Houston,  Texas  77058.  Article:  Precision 
Approach  Path  Indicator,  Type  3MK6 
and  Accessories.  Manufacturer:  Barrel 
Lighting  Company  Ltd.,  United  Kingdom. 
Intended  use  of  article:  The  article  is 
intended  to  be  use  to  determine  the 
suitability  of  this  apparatus  to  the 
approach  to  landing  portion  of  Shuttle 
Operations.  Application  received  by 
Commissioner  of  Customs:  April  28, 

1980. 

Docket  No.  80-00287.  Applicant: 
University  of  Chicago,  Argonne  National 
Laboratory,  9700  S.  Cass  Avenue, 
Argonne,  Illinois  60439.  Article: 
Analyzing  Switching  Magnet  Model 
3461.  Manufacturer:  Auckland  Nuclear 
Accessory  Co.,  New  Zealand.  Intended 
use  of  article:  The  article  is  intended  to 
be  used  as  part  of  a  High  Voltage 
Electron  Microscope  (HVEM) — Tandem 
Accelerator  Facility.  This  facility 
provides  a  unique  combination  of 
capabilities  for  advanced  high-voltage 
electron  microscopy,  ion  implantation/ 
bombardment  and  ion-beam  analysis. 
The  article  is  used  as  part  of  the  ion- 
beam  transport  system  between  a 
Tandem  Accelerator  and  a  High  Voltage 
Electron  Microscope.  Application 
received  by  Commission  of  Customs: 
April  28, 1980. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  NO.  11.105,  Importation  of  Duty-Free 
Educational  and  Scientific  Materials) 

Stanley  P.  Kramer,  Ph.  D., 

Acting  Director,  Statutory  Import  Programs 
Staff. 

(FR  Doc.  80-21339  Filed  7-16-80: 8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  3510-25-M 


Texas  Tech,  University;  et  al.; 
Applications  for  Duty-Free  Entry  of 
Scientific  Articles 

The  following  are  notices  of  the 
receipt  of  applications  for  duty-free 
entry  of  scentific  articles  pursuant  to 
Section  6(c)  of  the  Educational, 

Scientific  and  Cultural  Materials 
Importation  Act  of  1966  (Public  Law  89- 
651;  80  Stat.  897).  Interested  persons 
may  present  their  views  with  respect  to 
the  question  of  whether  an  instrument  or 
apparatus  of  equivalent  scientific  value 
for  the  purposes  for  which  the  article  is 
intended  to  be  used  is  being 
manufactured  in  the  United  States.  Such 
comments  must  be  Hied  in  triplicate 
with  the  Director,  Statutory  Import 
Programs  Staff,  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce,  Washington,  D.C.  20230, 
within  20  calendar  days  after  the  date 
on  which  this  notice  of  application  is 
published  in  the  Federal  Register. 
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Regulations  (15  CFR  301.9)  issued 
under  the  cited  Act  prescribe  the 
requirements  for  comments. 

A  copy  of  each  application  is  on  file, 
and  may  be  examined  between  8:30 
A.M.  and  5:00  P.M.,  Monday  through 
Friday,  in  Room  3109-of  the  Department 
of  Commerce  Building,  14th  and 
Constitution  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C:  20230. 

Docket  No.  80-00321.  Applicant: 

Texas  Tech  University,  Industrial 
Engineering  Dept.,  P.O.  Box  4130, 
Lubbock,  TX  79409.  Article:  Respiration 
Gasmeter,  Model  59  Manufacturer 
Gesellschaft  Fur  Geratebau,  West 
Germany.  Intended  use  of  article:  The 
article  is  intended  to  be  used  to  measure 
ventilation  volumes  of  low  coal  miners 
while  they  perform  various  tasks  such 
as  roof  bolting,  shoveling,  stoopwalking, 
etc.,  that  have  been  identified  from 
survey  questionnaires,  observation,  and 
use  of  a  respiration  gasmeter  as  being 
physically  demanding.  A  conversion 
equation  can  then  be  used  to  estimate 
the  energy  requirements  for  performing 
the  various  tasks.  Recommendations 
will  then  be  made  for  task  redesign  for 
work  practices  for  tasks  which  exceed 
recognized  limits  for  energy 
expenditure.  Applications  received  by 
commissioner  of  customs;  May  29, 1980. 

Docket  No.  80-00322.  Applicant: 

Albert  Einstein  College  of  Medicine, 

1300  Morris  Park  Avenue,  Bronx,  N.Y. 
10461.  Article:  Electron  Microscope, 
Model  JEM  100S  and  Accessories. 
Manufacturer:  JEOL  Ltd.,  Japan  Intended 
use  of  article:  The  article  is  intended  to 
be  used  in  the  examination  of  specific 
cell  structures  and  macromolecules  from 
normal  cells  and  from  cells  carrying 
selected  mutations.  Cloning  and  nucleic 
acid  hybridization  techniques  will  be 
used  to  analyze  the  expression  of 
specific  genes.  The  objective  of  this 
research  is  to  understand  regulatory 
mechanisms  that  control  cell 
differentiation  and  development.  The 
article  will  also  be  used  to  instruct 
graduate  students  and  postdoctoral 
fellows  in  techniques  of  ultrastructural 
analysis.  Application  received  by 
Commission  of  Customs:  May  29, 1980. 

Docket  No.  80-00323.  Applicant:  Fred 
Hutchinson  Cancer  Research  Center, 
1124  Columbia  Street,  Seattle,  WA 
98104.  Article:  Electron  Microscope, 
Model  JEM  100S  and  Accessories. 
Manufacturer:  JEOL  Ltd.,  Japan.  • 
Intended  use  of  article:  The  article  is 
intended  to  be  used  for  morphological 
investigations  of  specific  cloned  DNA 
(genes)  in  association  with  RNA 
polymerase,  histones,  and  other  DNA 
binding  proteins.  Cloned  fragments  of 
genes  will  be  injected  into  frog  oocyte 
nuclei  to  allow  association  with  RNA 


polymerase  and  other  proteins  and  then 
spread  for  microscopy.  Application 
received  by  Commissioner  of  Customs: 
May  29, 1980. 

Docket  No.  80-00324.  Applicant: 

Mercy  Hospital  Medical  Center,  Sixth 
and  University  Avenues,  Des  Moines,  IA 
50314.  Article:  Electron  Microscope, 
Model  JEM  100S  and  Accessories. 
Manufacturer:  JEOL  Ltd.,  Japan. 

Intended  use  of  article:  The  article  is 
intended  to  be  used  in  the  diagnostic 
evaluation  of  surgical  and  biopsy 
specimens  in  the  general  hospital  setting 
in  which  patient  care  is  the  primary  role. 
Application  received  by  Commissioner 
of  Customs:  May  29, 1980. 

Docket  No.  80-00325.  Applicant:  Bryn 
Mawr  College,  Department  of  Physics, 
Bryn  Mawr,  PA  19010.  Article:  NMR 
Spectrometer,  Model  CPS-2  and 
Accessories.  Manufacturer:  Spin-Lock 
Ltd.,  Canada.  Intended  use  of  article: 

The  article  is  intended  to  be  used  for 
pulsed  nuclear  magnetic  resonance  in 
solids  and  gases.  In  addition,  the  article 
will  be  used  for  educational  purposes  in 
physics  courses.  Application  received 
by  Commissioner  of  Customs:  May  30, 
1980. 

Docket  No.  80-00326.  Applicant: 
University  of  Michigan,  Department  of 
Chemistry,  Ann  Arbor,  Michigan  48109. 
Article:  NMR  Spectrometer,  Model  FX 
90Q  and  Accessories.  Manufacturer: 
JEOL  Ltd.,  Japan.  Intended  use  of  article: 
The  article  is  intended  to  be  used  for 
research  in  "Cluster  Chemistry”  based 
on  tin,  lead  and  thallium  in 
systematically  exploring  solutions 
extracted  from  Na/Sn/Pb  alloy  for 
different  sized  clusters  and  establish  the 
nature  of  any  new  species  e.g., 
heteroatomic  clusters.  Also  reduction  of 
iron,  cobalt,  magnesium,  manganese 
carbonyls  to  metal  carbonylate  anions 
and  hydroboration  by  thiaborances  will 
be  studied.  The  article  will  also  be  used 
by  faculty  and  graduate  students  as  a 
research  tool.  Application  received  by 
Commissioner  of  Customs:  June  2, 1980. 

Docket  No.  80-00327.  Applicant: 
Clearinghouse  Depository  for 
Handicapped  Students,  California  St. 
Dept,  of  Education,  721  Capitol  Mall, 
Sacramento,  CA  95814.  Article:  Braille 
Magnetic  Recorder.  Manufacturer 
Elinfa,  Inc.,  France.  Intended  use  of 
article:  The  article  is  intended  to  be 
used  for  studies  of  textbook  examples 
requiring  music  braille  code,  Nemeth 
braille  code,  and  braille  scientific 
notation.  The  objectives  of  the  study 
include  the  development  of  guidelines 
for  the  use  of  the  Digicassette  in  braille 
transcription  of  textbooks  requiring  the 
aforementioned  codes  and  the 
development  of  procedures  for  the 
duplication  and  distribution  of  pre¬ 


recorded  braille  cassettes  for  use  by 
blind  students.  Application  received  by 
Commissioner  of  Customs:  June  2, 1980. 

Docket  No.  80-00328.  Applicant:  Yale 
University,  lOVfe  Hillhouse  Avenue,  New 
Haven,  CT  06520.  Article:  Laser,  TEA 
103-2  and  Accessories.  Manufacturer: 
Lumonics  Research  Ltd.,  Canada. 
Intended  use  of  article:  The  article  is 
intended  to  be  used  for  investigations  of 
solid  laser  targets:  carbon,  copper,  iron 
etc.  in  plasma  physics  research. 
Application  received  by  Commissioner 
of  Customs:  June  4, 1980. 

Docket  No.  80-00329.  Applicant: 
Northeastern  University,  360  Huntington 
Avenue,  Boston,  Massachusetts  02115. 
Article:  High  Performance  Liquid 
Chromatograph-Electron  Capture 
Detector.  Manufacturer:  Pye  Unicam, 
Ltd.,  United  Kingdom.  Intended  use  of 
article:  The  article  is  intended  to  be 
used  to  analyze  a  variety  of  samples  for 
the  possible  presence  of  various  organic 
nitro  materials  such  as  drugs,  pesticides, 
herbicides,  cosmetic  ingredients 
(perfume),  and  explosives.  Samples  will 
be  analyzed  for  the  presence  of  such 
materials  using  standard  analytical 
chemistry  techniques,  with  the  final 
analysis  by  combined  LC-EC  (liquid 
chromatography-electron  capture 
detection).  The  objective  of  these 
investigations  is  to  determine  the  levels 
of  various  organic  nitro  compounds  that 
may  be  present  in  various 
environmental  industrial  and/or 
consumer  product  samples.  It  is  also 
desired  to  develop  and  employ  certain 
new  methods  for  the  trade 
determination  of  various  nitro 
derivatives  in  a  wide  variety  of  sample 
matrices,  as  above.  Application  received 
by  Commissioner  of  Customs:  June  4, 
1980. 

Docket  No.  80-00330.  Applicant: 
National  Aeronautics  &  Space 
Administration,  Lyndon  B.  Johnson 
Space  Center,  BC27/Shuttle  and 
Retrieval  Systems,  Procurement  Section, 
Houston,  TX  77058.  Article:  Remote 
Manipulator  System  and  Assoc. 
Equipment.  Manufacturer:  SPAR 
Aerospace  Limited,  Canada.  Intended 
use  of  article:.  The  article  is  intended  to 
be  used  in  space  research  experiments 
requiring  multiple  position  sensor 
exposure  without  free-flying 
deployment,  such  as:  the  Induced' 
Environment  Contamination  Monitor 
(IECM)  and  Plasma  Diagnostic  Probe 
(PNP).  The  article  will  provide  various 
space  orientations  and  the  return  the 
IECM  and  PNP  to  the  payload  area. 
Application  received  by  Commissioner 
of  Customs:  June  4, 1980. 

Docket  No.  80-00331.  Applicant: 
National  Aeronautics  &  Space 
Administration,  George  C.  Marshall 
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Space  Flight  Center,  Marshall  Space 
Flight  Center,  Alabama  35812.  Article: 
Spacelab.  Manufacturer:  European 
Space  Agency  (ERNO),  West  Germany. 
Intended  use  of  article:  The  article  is  a 
reusable  general-purpose  laboratory 
which  will  be  flown  to  and  from  space 
in  the  cargo  bay  of  the  Orbiter  and 
remain  attached  to  the  orbiter  during  all 
phases  of  the  mission.  The  space 
missions  will  involve  the  disciplines  of 
space  processing  advanced  technology, 
earth  viewing,  life  sciences,  astronomy, 
astrophysics,  solar  physics  and 
terrestrial  physics.  In  addition,  the 
article  will  be  used  to  fly  experiments 
specifically  for  high  school  students 
from  both  the  U.S.  and  Europe. 
Application  received  by  Commissioner 
of  Customs:  June  4, 1980. 

Docket  No.  80-00333.  Applicant:  Saint 
John  Hospital,  22101  Moross  Road, 
Detroit,  MI  48236.  Article:  Electron 
Microscope,  Model  EM  109  and 
Accessories.  Manufacturer:  Carl  Zeiss, 
West  Germany.  Intended  use  of  article: 
The  article  is  intended  to  be  used  to 
train  residents  to  prepare  tissue 
specimens  for  transmission  electron 
microscopy  by  routine  and  various 
special  techniques.  They  will  be  trained 
to  operate  the  electron  microscope  to 
produce  high  resolution  electron 
micrographs.  More  importantly,  the 
student  will  be  trained  to  interpret  high 
resolution  electron  micrographs  of 
various  human  organs  in  disease  and 
health  as  well  as  various 
microorganisms  and  parasites. 
Application  received  by  Commissioner 
of  Customs:  June  5, 1980. 

Docket  No.  80-00334.  Applicant: 
University  of  Michigan,  Physiology  and 
Biophysics  SJ-40,  Seattle,  WA  98195 
Article:  Automatic  Stepping 
Micromanupulator  Manufacturer:  AB 
Transvertex,  Sweden.  Intended  use  of 
article:  The  article  is  intended  to  be 
used  for  studies  of  the  feline 
neuromuscular  system;  specifically 
anatomical  and  electrophysical  relations 
of  muscle,  muscle  sensory  receptors, 
and  central  nervous  system  motor 
neurons.  The  article  will  also  be  used  by 
graduate  students  in  performance  of 
physiological  research  in  fulfillment  of 
requirements  for  completion  of  doctoral 
degrees  in  the  Health  Sciences. 
Application  received  by  Commissioner 
of  Customs:  June  5, 1980. 

Docket  No.  80-00335.  Applicant: 
National  Radio  Astronomy  Observatory, 
Associated  Universities,  Inc.,  2010  N. 
Forbes  Blvd.,  Suite  100,  Tucson,  AZ 
85705  Article:  Repair  of  Kylstron  VRT- 
2123B14.  Manufacturer:  Varian  Canada, 


Inc.,  Canada.  Intended  use  of  article: 

The  article  is  intended  to  be  used  as  a 
phase  locked  local  oscillator  in  a 
millimeter  wave  radio  astronomy 
receiver.  This  receiver  is  used  in 
conjunction  with  a  microwave  antenna 
to  Aeasure  the  intensity,  polarization, 
frequency  and  direction  of  cosmic 
radiation.  Application  received  by 
Commissioner  of  Customs:  June  5, 1980. 

Docket  No.  80-00336.  Applicant: 
National  Radio  Astronomy  Observatory, 
Associated  Universities,  Inc.,  2010  N. 
Forbes  Blvd.,  Suite  100,  Tucson,  AZ 
85705  Article:  Klystron  VRT-2123A  & 
Water  Cooled  Heat  Sink,  VAT-2002B9. 
Manufacturer:  Varian  Canada,  Inc., 
Canada.  Intended  use  of  article:  The 
article  is  intended  to  be  used  as  a  phase- 
locked  local  oscillator  in  a  millimeter 
wave  radio  astronomy  receiver.  This 
receiver  is  used  in  conjunction  with  a 
microwave  antenna  to  measure  the 
intensity,  polarization,  frequency  and 
direction  of  cosmic  radiation. 
Application  received  by  Commissioner 
of  Customs:  June  5, 1980. 

Docket  No.  80-00337.  Applicant: 
University  of  California,  Los  Angeles, 
Department  of  Biology,  Los  Angeles,  CA 
90024.  Article:  Floppy  Disc  System  and 
Analog  Interface.  Manufacturer: 
Cambridge  Electronic  Design,  United 
Kingdom.  Intended  use  of  article:  The 
article  will  be  used  in  conjunction  with  a 
CAI  Alpha  minicomputer  to  control 
stimuli,  acquire  and  analyze  data  during 
acute  studies  of  the  auditory  system  in 
lower  vertebrates.  It  will  be  used  in  the 
study  of  neural  mechanisms  involved  in 
processing  species-specific  sounds  for 
the  purpose  of  understanding  normal 
auditory  function:  this  in  turn,  may  serve 
as  baseline  data  for  studies  of  auditory 
pathology,  including  deafness  of 
cochlear  origin,  tinnitus,  etc.  The 
preparation  will  be  the  anesthetized 
frog,  in  which  the  electrical  activity  of 
the  auditory  nerve  is  recorded  and 
stored  on  the  floppy  disc  system  for 
subsequent  analysis.  The  disc,  then  will 
form  an  integral  part  of  the  recording 
and  analyzing  apparatus.  Application 
received  by  Commissioner  of  Customs: 
June  5, 1980. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  11.105,  Importation  of  Duty-Free 
Educational  and  Scientific  Materials) 

Stanley  P.  Kramer,  Ph.D., 

Acting  Director,  Statutory  Import  Programs 
Staff. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21340  Filed  7-18-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  3510-25-M 


Ames  Laboratory  and  Department  of 
Commerce;  Consolidated  Decision  on 
Applications  for  Duty-Free  Entry  of 
Accessories  for  Foreign  Instruments 

The  following  is  a  consolidated 
decision  on  applications  for  duty-free 
entry  of  accessories  for  foreign 
instruments  pursuant  to  Section  6(c)  of 
the  Educational,  Scientific,  and  Cultural 
Materials  Importation  Act  of  1966 
(Public  Law  89-651,  80  Stat.  897)  and  the 
regulations  issued  thereunder  as 
amended  (15  CFR  301).  (See  especially 
Section  301.11(e)). 

A  copy  of  the  record  pertaining  to 
each  of  the  applications  in  this 
consolidated  decision  is  available  for 
public  review  between  8:30  A.M.  and 
5:00  P.M.  in  Room  3109  of  the 
Department  of  Commerce  Building,  14th 
and  Constitution  Avenue,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20230. 

Docket  No.  80-00041.  Applicant:  Ames 
Laboratory,  Iowa  State  University,  126 
Metallurgy  Bldg.,  Ames,  Iowa  50011. 
Article:  Energy  Analyzer  Accessory  for 
Electron  Microscope.  Manufacturer: 

JEOL  Ltd.,  Japan.  Intended  use  of  article: 
The  article  is  intended  to  be  used  for 
studies  of  metals,  ceramics  and  semi¬ 
conductors  with  major  emphasis  on 
metals  in  different  research  projects  in 
materials  science.  The  properties  of 
these  materials  to  be  studied  will  be 
assessment  of  microstructure  as  regards 
morphology,  crystallography  and 
chemical  composition.  Advice  submitted 
by:  Department  of  Health,  Education 
and  Welfare:  March  28, 1980.  Advice 
submitted  by:  National  Bureau  of 
Standards:  April  25, 1980. 

Docket  No.  80-00102.  Applicant: 
Department  of  Commerce,  National 
Bureau  of  Standards,  Chemistry 
Building,  Room  A121,  Washington,  D.C. 
20234.  Article:  Accessories  to  an 
Electron  Microscope  consisting  of  Image 
Selector,  Multiple  Display  and  Electron 
Energy  Analyzer.  Manufacturer:  JEOL 
Ltd.,  Japan.  Intended  use  of  article:  The 
articles  are  accessories  to  an  electron 
microscope  manufactured  by  the  same 
manufacturer  which  are  required  to 
effectively  carry  out  a  wide  range  of 
projects  employing  electron  microscopy. 
These  projects  will  include  the 
development  of  standards  for 
microanalyses,  the  measurement  and 
study  of  fundamental  electron  and  x-ray 
parameters  and  theoretical 
investigations  into  electron  beam 
interactions  with  various  sample  targets. 
Advise  submitted  by:  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare:  April  9, 1980. 

Comments:  No  comments  have  been 
received  with  respect  to  any  of  the 
foregoing  applications.  Decision: 
Applications  approved.  No  instrument 
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or  apparatus  of  equivalent  scientific 
value  to  the  foreign  articles,  for  the 
purposes  for  which  the  articles  are 
intended  to  be  used,  is  being 
manufactured  in  the  United  States. 
Reasons:  The  applications  relate  to 
compatible  accessories  for  instruments 
that  have  been  previously  imported  for 
the  use  of  the  applicant ‘institutions.  The 
articles  are  being  manufactured  by  the 
manufacturers  which  produced  the 
instruments  with  which  they  are 
intended  to  be  used.  We  are  advised  by 
the  National  Bureau  of  Standards  and 
the  Department  of  Health,  Education 
and  Welfare  in  their  respectively  cited 
memoranda  that  the  accessories  are 
pertinent  to  the  applicant’s  intended 
uses  and  that  it  knows  of  no  comparable 
domestic  articles. 

The  Department  of  Commerce  knows 
of  no  similar  accessories  manufactured 
in  the  United  States  which  are 
interchangeable  with  or  can  be  readily 
adapted  to  the  instruments  with  which 
the  foreign  article  are  intended  to  be 
used. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  11.105,  Importation  of  Duty-Free 
Educational  and  Scientific  Materials) 

Stanley  P.  Kramer,  Ph.D., 

Acting  Director,  Statutory  Import  Programs 
Staff. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21341  Filed  7-18-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  3510-25-M 


Maritime  Administration 

Change  of  Name  of  Approved  Trustee 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  effective 
January  2, 1980,  National  Commercial 
Bank  and  Trust  Company,  Albany,  New 
York,  changes  its  name  to  Key  Bank 
N.A. 

Dated:  July  10, 1980. 

By  Order  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  of 
Commerce  for  Maritime  Affairs 
Robert  J.  Patton,  Jr., 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21246  Filed  7-16-60;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  3510-15-M 


Environmental  Assessment;  Notice  of 
Availability 

Notice  itf  hereby  given  that  copies  of 
the  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce, 
Maritime  Administration,  Environmental 
Assessment  for  the  Control  of  Asbestos 
Hazards  in  MarAd  Programs  will  be 
filed  with  the  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  on  or  about  July  31, 
1980.  Copies  of  the  assessment  will  be 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
following  locations: 


Maritime  Administration,  Office  of 
Public  Affairs,  Room  3895,  Department 
of  Commerce,  Washington,  D.C.  20230 
Maritime  Administration,  Eastern 
Regional  Office,  26  Federal  Plaza, 

New  York,  New  York  10007 
Maritime  Administration  Central  Region 
Office,  ITM  Building,  No.  2  Canal 
Street,  New  Orleans,  Louisiana  70130 
Maritime  Administrative,  Great  Lakes 
Region  Office,  666  Euclid  Avenue, 
Room  600,  Cleveland,  Ohio  44114 
Maritime  Administrative,  Western 
Region  Office,  450  Golden  Gate 
Avenue,  San  Francisco,  California 
94102 

The  Maritime  Administration  (MarAd) 
administers  a  variety  of  programs 
involving  the  use  of  asbestos,  primarily 
for  fire  protection  and  thermal  insulation 
purposes.  The  “Environmental 
Assessment  for  the  Control  of  Asbestos 
Hazards  in  MarAD  Programs”  describes 
a  comprehensive  environmental  review 
which  was  conducted  to  study  all 
aspects  of  MarAd’s  asbestos  related 
activities.  Based  on  this  review,  a 
MarAd  Asbestos  Hazards  Control 
Program  will  be  adopted  to  prevent  or 
control  the  exposure  of  agency  and  non¬ 
agency  personnel  to  airborne  asbestos 
fibers  while  involved  in  any  of  MarAd’s 
statutory  programs. 

No  significant  environmental  impacts 
would  result  from  the  implementation  of 
the  MarAd  Asbestos  Hazards  Control 
Program.  In  fact,  implementation  of  this 
Program  should  have  a  beneficial  effect 
on  the  environment  since  a  major 
contaminant,  airborne  asbestos  dust, 
will  be  effectively  controlled  in  a  large 
segment  of  the  maritime  industry. 

By  order  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Maritime  Affairs,  Maritime  Administration. 

Dated:  July  3, 1980 
Robert  J.  Patton,  Jr., 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21247  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  3510-15-M 


National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration 

Issuance  of  Permit 

On  June  9, 1980,  Notice  was  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  (45  FR  38432), 
that  an  application  had  been  filed  with 
the  National  Marine  Fisheries  Service 
by  Acuarama  S.A.,  Isla  de  Mujeres, 
Quintana  Roo,  Mexico,  for  a  permit  to 
obtain  two  (2)  Atlantic  bottlenose 
dolphins  ( Tursiops  truncatus)  from  the 
Marine  Mammal  Foundation  for  the 
purpose  of  public  display. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  July  11, 
1980,  and  as  authorized  by  the 
provisions  of  the  Marine  Mammal 


Protection  Act  of  1972  (16  U.S.C.  1361- 
1470),  the  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service  issued  a  Public  Display  Permit 
for  the  above  activities  to  Acuarama 
S.A.  subject  to  certain  conditions  set 
forth  therein. 

The  Permit  is  available  for  review  in 
the  following  offices: 

Assistant  Administrator  for  Fisheries, 
National  Marine  Fisheries  Service,  3300 
Whitehaven  Street,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.;  and 

Regional  Director,  National  Marine 
Fisheries  Service,  Southeast  Region, 
Duval  Building,  9450  Koger  Boulevard, 
St.  Petersburg,  Florida  33702. 

Dated:  July  11, 1980. 

Winfred  H.  Meibohm, 

Executive  Director,  National  Marine 
Fisheries  Service. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21377  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  3510-22-M 


Office  of  Federal  Statistical  Policy  and 
Standards 

New  Statistical  Policy  Directive  on 
Compilation  and  Release  of  Principal 
Federal  Economic  Indicators:  30-Day 
Comment  Period 

AGENCY:  Office  of  Federal  Statistical 
Policy  and  Standards,  Department  of 
Commerce. 

action:  Notice  of  30-day  public 
comment  period  on  recommendation  to 
combine  and  revise  Statistical  Policy 
Directives  Numbers  3  and  4  into  one 
directive  on  compilation  and  release  of 
principal  Federal  economic  indicators. 
The  existing  directives  are  “Guidelines 
for  the  Release  of  Principal  Federal 
Economic  Indicators”  and  "Prompt 
Compilation  and  Release  of  Statistical 
Information”,  respectively. 

summary:  The  new  directive 
consolidates  important  statistical 
policies  regarding  treatment  of  principal 
Federal  economic  indicators  to  ensure 
their  integrity  and  usefulness.  Existing 
policies  for  prompt  compilation,  for 
public  notice  of  expected  release  dates, 
and  for  holding  information  confidential 
until  public  release  are  continued.  A 
requirement  for  specific  designation  of 
which  economic  data  series  should  be 
considered  principal  Federal  economic 
indicators  and  thus  subject  to  the 
directive  has  been  added.  The  list  of 
principal  economic  policymakers  who 
may  receive  the  information  prior  to 
public  release  has  been  modified. 

Introduction 

The  Statistical  Policy  Coordination 
Committee  (SPCC)  has  recommended 
that  existing  Statistical  Policy  Directives 
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on  compilation  and  release  of  principal 
Federal  economic  indicators  be 
combined  and  revised.  The  SPCC  is  a 
Cabinet  level  committee  that  makes 
recommendations  on  major  statistical 
policy  issues.  The  policies  included  in 
the  directive  will  help  ensure  the 
timeliness,  objectivity  and  integrity  of 
principal  Federal  economic  indicators. 
Broad  guidelines  are  also  provided  on 
balancing  timeliness  against  accuracy 
and  controlling  the  frequency  of 
revisions  to  help  minimize  confusion  for 
users. 

Issues  in  Compilation  and  Release  of 
Principal  Federal  Economic  Indicators 

Prompt  release  of  official  economic 
statistics  on  a  regular  schedule  is 
conducive  to  the  proper  management  of 
both  private  and  public  economic 
affairs.  Principal  weekly,  monthly,  and 
quarterly  economic  indicators  should  be 
released  without  unnecessary  delay  and 
the  release  dates  should  be  publicly 
announced  in  advance.  Another 
important  policy  is  to  hold  the  estimates 
and  information  confidential  until  public 
release  is  made. 

An  important  issue  is  how  to  balance 
timeliness,  which  may  be  improved  by 
releasing  preliminary  estimates,  against 
the  accuracy  of  such  information  and 
the  need  for  release  of  more  accurate 
revised  estimates.  Frequent  revisions  of 
the  same  data  series  may  cause 
uncertainty  and  confusion  for  the  users. 
Broad  guidelines  are  provided  for 
making  decisions  on  these  issues. 

Public  Comment  Period 

A  30-day  comment  period  on  the 
recommended  directive  commences 
with  the  date  of  this  issue  of  the  Federal 
Register.  All  comments  should  be  sent  in 
writing  to  Joseph  W.  Duncan,  Director, 
Office  of  Federal  Statistical  Policy  and 
Standards,  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce,  Washington,  D.C.  20230.  For 
further  information  call  Gaylord 
Worden  at  (202)  673-7974. 

The  recommended  Statistical  Policy 
Directive  No.  3  of  the  Office  of  Federal 
Statistical  Policy  and  Standards  is  given 
below. 

Directive  No.  3  1 — Compilation  and 
Release  of  Principal  Federal  Economic 
Indicators 

The  purpose  of  this  Directive  is  to 
ensure  that  the  principal  economic 
indicators  issued  by  Federal  agencies  to 
the  public  are  released  without 
unnecessary  delay  and  that  the  release 
dates  for  the  principal  weekly,  monthly, 
and  quarterly  indicators  are  made 


1  Supersedes  Directives  No’s.  3  and  4  issued  May 
4, 1978. 


publicly  available  in  advance.  Such 
prompt  release  of  official  statistics  on  a 
regular  schedule  is  conducive  to  the 
proper  management  of  both  private  and 
public  economic  affairs. 

1.  Designation  of  Principal  Indicators. 
Determination  of  which  economic  data 
series  are  to  be  classified  as  principal 
Federal  economic  indicators  and 
covered  by  this  Directive  will  be  made 
by  the  Director,  Office  of  Federal 
Statistical  Policy  and  Standards,  after 
consultation  with  the  heads  of  agencies 
producing  the  data  series.  This 
designation  will  be  reviewed  at  least 
annually. 

2.  Prompt  Release.  The  shortest 
practicable  interval  should  exist 
between  the  date  or  period  to  which  the 
data  refer  and  the  date  when 
compilation  is  completed.  Prompt  public 
release  of  the  figures  should  be  made 
after  compilation.  The  goal  is  to 
accomplish  compilation  and  release  to 
the  public  within  20  working  days  or 
less  for  series  that  are  issued  quarterly 
or  more  frequently. 

3.  Release  Schedule.  Agencies  should 
schedule  release  dates  for  series  that 
are  issued  quarterly  or  more  frequently 
that  can  be  met  and  that  will  also  insure 
prompt  release  of  the  series  as  specified 
in  this  Directive.  The  schedule  of  release 
dates  established  by  agencies  will  be 
issued  each  month  by  the  Office  of 
Federal  Statistical  Policy  and  Standards 
and  will  appear  in  that  Office’s 
publication.  Statistical  Reporter. 

Agencies  should  establish  and 
maintain  a  consistent  time  of  day  for  the 
release  of  their  principal  economic 
indicators.  Change  to  a  new  consistent 
release  time  should  be  announced  30 
days  in  advance. 

4.  Release  Procedure.  Initial  release  of 
principal  economic  indicators  should  be 
made  by  the  statistical  agency  in  a  press 
release  or  other  type  of  printed  report.  A 
press  release  should  be  issued  if  it 
would  significantly  speed  up  the  release 
of  data  to  the  public.  A  news  conference 
may  be  scheduled  to  permit  discussion 
of  important  technical  features  of  the 
data  being  released. 

Except  for  authorized  distribution  of 
principal  economic  indicators  described 
in  this  paragraph,  there  shall  be  no 
provision  of  information  or  data 
estimates  prior  to  official  public  release. 
The  President  will  receive  pre-released 
information  when  available  through  the 
Chairman  of  the  Council  of  Economic 
Advisors.  Principal  economic  indicators 
information  should  be  made  available  to 
principal  economic  policymakers  at  the 
same  time  a  press  release  is  provided  to 
the  press.  The  principal  economic 
policymakers  who  may  receive  the 
information  are  the  Chairman  of  the 


Council  of  Economic  Advisors,  the 
Chairman  of  the  Board  of  Governors  of 
the  Federal  Reserve  System,  the  Director 
of  the  Office  of  Management  and 
Budget,  the  Director  of  the  Council  on 
Wage  and  Price  Stability,  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury,  the  Secretary  of 
Commerce,  and  the  Secretary  of  Labor. 

Each  statistical  agency  is  responsible 
for  establishing  procedures  to  assure 
that  there  will  be  no  premature  release 
of  information  or  data  estimates  during 
the  period  of  time  required  for 
preparation  and  duplication  of  materials 
used  for  the  public  release.  This 
includes  the  protection  of  public  use 
data  banks  which  should  not  receive 
data  until  officially  released.  All 
employees  of  the  Exectuve  Branch  who 
receive  pre-release  distribution  of 
information  and  data  estimates  as 
authorized  above  are  responsible  to 
assure  that  there  will  be  no  release  prior 
to  the  public  release.  Employees  of  the 
Executive  Branch  should  also  observe  a 
one-hour  period  after  the  public  release 
of  data  by  the  statistical  agency  before 
making  related  public  commentary, 
except  for  necessary  technical 
explanation  by  appropriate  professional 
staff  of  the  issuing  Department. 

5.  Granting  of  Exceptions.  Exceptions 
to  the  provisions  in  sections  2,  3  and  4  of 
this  directive  may  be  authorized  by  the 
Director,  Office  of  Federal  Statistical 
Policy  and  Standards. 

6.  Preliminary  Estimates  and 
Revisions.  Decisions  on  the  release  of 
principal  economic  indicators  may 
require  balancing  timeliness  against 
accuracy  and  also  controlling  frequency 
of  revisions.  It  is  not  intended  that  vital 
information  important  for  making 
current  policy  decisions  be  withheld 
merely  to  reduce  frequency  of  revisions, 
nor  that  stringent  accuracy 
considerations  result  in  delaying  the 
issuance  of  important  statistical 
information.  Broad  guidelines  to  use  in 
helping  achieve  a  balance  are: 

a.  In  general,  no  more  than  two 
estimates  for  a  principal  economic 
indicator  should  be  issued  within  60 
days  after  the  end  of  the  reference 
period. 

b.  Preliminary  estimates  for  series  that 
represent  principal  aggregates  should 
not  be  issued  until  the  agency  is 
reasonably  confident  that  the  difference 
between  preliminary  and  final  figures 
will  be  small  relative  to  average  period- 
to-period  change.  More  relaxed 
standards  may  be  applied,  if  necessary, 
to  subaggregations. 

c.  If  revisions  in  preliminary  estimates 
tend  to  occur  significantly  more 
frequently  in  one  direction  than  another, 
efforts  should  be  made  to  reduce  bias, 
or,  if  this  in  not  feasible,  adjustments  for 
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bias  in  the  preliminary  figures  should  be 
developed. 

d.  Irregularity  in  each  series  resulting 
from  sampling  error  and  measurement 
error  should  be  reduced  as  much  as 
budgetary  and  time  contraints  allow. 

It  is  also  desirable  to  limit  the 
frequency  of  revisions  for  the  same  data 
series  because  of  the  uncertainty  and 
confusion  that  may  be  created  for  users. 
To  the  extent  possible  the  following 
procedures  should  be  used  to  help 
minimize  confusion  for  users: 

a.  Preliminary  and  revised  figures 
should  be  clearly  identified  as  such.  For 
principal  aggregate  figures,  revisions 
should  be  accompanied  by  the  previous 
figures  to  facilitate  comparison. 

b.  Revisions  occurring  for  various 
reasons,  such  as  benchmark  revisions, 
updating  of  seasonal  factors,  and 
replacement  of  preliminary  by  revised 
figures,  should  be  consolidated  and 
released  simultaneously. 

Source:  Office  of  Federal  Statistical  Policy 
and  Standards,  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce 
Courtenay  M.  Slater, 

Chief  Economist  for  the  Department  of 
Commerce. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21360  Hied  7-16-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  3510-17-M 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

Advisory  Board  to  the  U.S.  Merchant 
Marine  Acadenty;  Renewal 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act,  5 
U.S.C.  App.  (1976)  and  the  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  Circular  A-63 
(Revised),  and  after  consultation  with 
the  General  Services  Administration  it 
has  been  determined  that  the  renewal  of 
the  Advisory  Board  to  the  United  States 
Merchant  Marine  Academy  is  in  the 
public  interest  in  connection  with  the 
performance  of  duties  imposed  on  the 
Department  by  law. 

The  Board  was  first  established  on 
July  11, 1956,  in  accordance  with  Pub.  L. 
691 — 84th  Congress  and  the  Charter 
under  which  the  Board  operates  is 
scheduled  to  terminate  on  July  11, 1980, 
in  compliance  with  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act,  as  amended. 

The  purpose  of  the  Board  is  to 
examine  the  course  of  instruction  and 
the  management  of  the  Academy  and 
advise  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Maritime  Affairs  (Maritime 
Administrator).  The  Board’s 
recommendations,  most  of  which  have 
been  accepted,  implemented  or  planned 
for  implementation,  have  contributed  to 
the  overall  improved  management  of  the 
Academy’s  operations.  Our  review 


indicates  that  the  Board’s  function 
cannot  be  accomplished  by  any 
organizational  element  or  other 
committee  of  the  Department  and  does 
not  duplicate  any  other  committee’s 
function. 

As  initially  established  the  Board  will 
continue  with  a  balanced 
representation,  not  to  exceed  seven 
members  and  will  operate  in  compliance 
with  the  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Advisory  Committee  Act,  as  amended. 
The  Chairperson  of  the  Board  will  be 
appointed  by  the  Secretary  of 
Commerce  from  among  the  members. 

Copies  of  the  Board’s  approved 
Charter  will  be  filed  with  die 
appropriate  committees  of  the  Congress 
and  with  the  Library  of  Congress. 

Inquiries  or  comments  may  be 
addressed  to  the  Committee  Control 
Officer,  Arthur  W.  Friedberg,  Office  of 
Maritime  Labor  and  Training,  U.S. 
Department  of  Commerce,  Maritime 
Administration,  Washington,  D.C.  20230, 
telephone  (202)  377-3018,  or  Mrs. 

Yvonne  D.  Barnes,  Committee 
Management  Analyst,  U.S.  Department 
of  Commerce,  Washington,  D.C.  20230, 
telephone  (202)  377-4217. 

Dated:  July  9, 1980. 

Guy  W.  Chamberlin,  Jr., 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Administration. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21338  Filed  7-18-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  3510-17-41 


[Dept.  Administrative  Order  216-6; 
Transmittal  348] 

Implementing  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act;  Policies, 
Responsibilities  and  Procedures 

Effective  date:  June  18, 1980. 

This  order  effective  June  18, 1980 
supersedes  the  material  appearing  at  40 
FR  5175  of  February  4, 1975. 

Section  1.  Purpose 

.01  This  Order  prescribes  policies 
and  establishes  responsibilities  and 
procedures  to  be  followed  in  the 
Department  for  implementing  Section 
102(2)  of  the  National  Environmental 
Policy  Act  (“NEPA")  and  the  Council  on 
Environmental  Quality  (“CEQ”) 
regulations  (the  “regulations”)  (40  CFR 
Parts  1500-1508). 

.02  The  revision  of  the  policies, 
responsibilities  and  procedures  are  in 
compliance  with  Part  1507  of  the 
regulations. 

Sec.  2.  Scope 

.01  This  Order  applies  to  major 
Federal  actions,  as  defined  in  Section 
1508.18  of  the  regulations,  and 
specifically  applies  to  the  following 


major  actions  undertaken  by  the 
Department  or  any  organization  unit  (for 
the  purposes  of  this  Order  the  head  of 
an  organization  unit  means  the  head  of 
an  operating  unit,  head  of  a 
Departmental  office,  or  a  Secretarial 
Officer,  as  appropriate): 

a.  Legislative  proposals  significantly 
affecting  the  quality  of  the  human 
environment  initiated  by  the 
Department  for  which  the  Department 
would  have  primary  action 
responsibility: 

b.  Project  and  program  activities, 
including  assistance  as  provided  in 
Attachment  D  to  OMR  Circular  A-95 
(Revised)  (41  FR  2052,  January  13, 1976): 

c.  Research  projects  and  activities  if: 

1.  Either  the  conduct  of  or  the 
reasonably  foreseeable  consequences  of 
a  research  activity  would  have  a 
significant  impact  on  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment,  or 

2.  Research  is  intended  to  form  the 
basis  for  development  of  future  projects 
that  would  be  considered  major  actions 
within  the  scope  of  this  Order  or  under 
Section  1508.18  of  the  regulations:  and 

d.  Policy,  planning,  or  program  actions 
having  significant  impacts  on  the  quality 
of  the  human  environment.  In  such  a 
case,  the  policy,  plan,  or  program,  rather 
than  the  component  projects  of  such 
action,  may  be  considered  to  be  the 
major  action.  (See  Sections  1500.4(i), 
1502.4, 1502.20  and  1508.18  of  the 
regulations.)  Although  an  Environmental 
Impact  Statement  (“EIS”)  may  be 
prepared  in  accordance  with  the 
regulations  and  this  Order, 
supplemental  documents 'may  be 
required  for  specific  actions  (see  Section 
1502.9(c)(1)  and  (2)  of  the  regulations). 

.02  This  Order  does  not  apply  to  the 
following: 

a.  Normal  Departmental  housekeeping 
functions  including  personnel  actions, 
procurement  for  general  supplies,  and 
contracts  for  personal  services; 

b.  Modifications  of  major  Federal 
actions  of  the  Department  within  the 
scope  of  this  Order  and  as  defined  in 
Section  1508.18  of  the  regulations,  such 
as  cost  increases,  which  do  not 
significantly  alter  the  environmental 
impact  of  the  actions; 

c.  Categorical  exclusions  determined 
pursuant  to  subparagraphs  4.02q.,  and 
4.03a.,  and  paragraph  4.04  of  this  Order, 
and  in  accordance  with  Section  1508.4  of 
the  regulations,  as  not  individually  or 
cumulatively  having  a  significant  effect 
on  the  human  environment;  provided 
that,  if  extraordinary  circumstances 
exist,  the  procedures  prescribed  in  this 
Order  shall  be  followed; 

d.  Legislative  proposals  that  only 
request  appropriations.  Legislative 
proposals  that  only  request  an  extension 
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of  an  authorization  of  appropriations  for 
an  existing  program  will  not  require 
preparation  of  an  EIS;  however, 
legislative  proposals  for  authorization  of 
appropriations  for  new  programs  or 
projects  which  would  significantly  affect 
the  quality  of  the  human  environment 
will  require  preparation  of  an  EIS; 

e.  Other  actions  specifically 
determined  by  the  Deputy  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Environmental  Affairs 
(“DAS”)  pursuant  to  NEPA,  the 
regulations,  and  this  Order  not  to  fall 
under  the  requirements  of  this  Order; 
and 

f.  Actions  which  may  have  significant 
impact  on  the  environment  exclusively 
outside  the  geographic  borders  of  the 
United  States  and  its  territories  and 
possessions  and  which  are  subject  to 
Executive  Order  12114,  Environmental 
Effects  Abroad  of  Major  Federal 
Actions. 

Sec.  3.  Policies 

.01  In  addition  to  the  policies  set 
forth  in  Section  1500.2  of  the  regulations, 
it  is  the  policy  of  the  Department  to 
cooperate  fully  in  the  national  effort  to 
improve  the  quality  of  the  human 
environment,  including  extending  its 
services,  to  the  extent  of  available 
resources,  to  other  Federal,  State,  and 
local  agencies  to  assist  in  evaluating  the 
impact  of  Federal  actions  upon  the 
environment. 

.02  The  Department  will  review  and, 
as  appropriate,  provide  comments  on  a 
draft  EIS  prepared  by  another  Federal 
agency  submitted  by,  or  with  the 
concurrence  of,  the  Federal  agency 
having  lead  agency  responsibility  for 
preparation  of  the  EIS.  Heads  of 
organization  units  may  voluntarily 
review  EISs  other  than  those  formally 
submitted  to  the  Department,  provided 
that  such  voluntary  review  does  not 
interfere  with  the  review  of  EISs 
formally  submitted  to  the  Department. 
Comments  resulting  from  voluntary  EIS 
review  shall  be  submitted  to  the  DAS  for 
disposition  in  accordance  with 
subparagraph  4.02o.  of  this  Order. 

.03  No  major  action  (within  the 
scope  of  this  Order  and  Section  1508.18 
of  the  regulations)  that  will  significantly 
affect  the  quality  of  the  human 
environment  shall  be  taken  or  approved 
within  the  Department  unless  an  EIS  has 
been  prepared  and  approved  as 
provided  by  this  Order.  For  a  legislative 
proposal  of  the  type  specified  in 
subparagraph  2.01a.  of  this  Order,  a 
legislative  EIS  shall  be  prepared  and 
submitted  in  accordance  with  the 
applicable  provisions  of  the  regulations 
and  subparagraphs  4.02j.  and  4.03b.  and 
n.3.  and  paragraph  4.04  of  this  Order. 


.04  The  Department  will  be 
responsible  for  the  preparation  of 
necessary  EISs  on  those  actions  related 
to  responsibilities  formally  delegated  or 
assigned  to  it. 

.05  Heads  of  organization  units  are 
encouraged  to  propose  to  the  DAS, 
pursuant  to  subparagraph  4.03t.  of  this 
Order,  plans,  procedures,  and/or 
regulations  to  implement  NEPA,  the 
regulations,  and  this  Order  tailored  to 
the  statutes  applicable  to  and  the  plans, 
projects  and  program  activity  of  their 
respective  units.  Individual  organization 
unit  procedures  and/or  regulations  shall 
integrate  the  NEPA  process  with 
processes  required  of  the  organization 
unit  by  other  statutes  and  executive 
orders.  (See  §  1502.25(a)  of  the 
regulations.)  However,  in  instances 
where  the  head  of  an  organization  unit 
does  not  adopt  such  plans,  procedures, 
and/or  regulations,  the  procedures  of 
paragraph  4.03  of  this  Order  shall 
govern. 

Sec.  4.  Procedures. 

.01  General.  When  the  DAS  and  the 
head  of  an  organization  unit  do  not 
agree  upon  the  manner  in  which  a 
proposed  action  is  to  comply  with 
NEPA,  the  regulations,  or  this  Order,  the 
matter  shall  be  brought  to  the  General 
Counsel  for  resolution. 

.02  The  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Science  and  Technology.  Pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  Department  Organization 
Order  10-1,  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Science  and  Technology,  through  the 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Environmental  Affairs,  shall  have  the 
following  responsibilities.  Only 
subparagraphs  4.02a.,  b.,  e.,  j.,  1.,  n.,  o., 
and  p.  of  this  section  apply  to  the 
actions  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Economic  Development  or  the 
Administrator  of  the  National  Oceanic 
and  Atmospheric  Administration 
(NOAA). 

'  a.  Provide  guidance  to  the  heads  of 
organization  units  for  compliance  with 
NEPA,  the  regulations,  and  this  Order. 
The  DAS  may  periodically  issue 
information  relating  to  the 
environmental  review  process  which  is 
generated  by  Executive  Orders, 
Presidential  Directives,  judicial 
decisions,  and  like  sources; 

b.  Review  and  provide  guidance 
concerning  plans,  procedures,  and 
regulations  and  proposed  revisions 
thereto  of  all  organization  units  of  the 
Department  for  complying  with  NEPA, 
the  regulations,  and  this  Order,  and 
determine  and  notify  the  head  of  the 
organization  unit  whether  such  plans, 
procedures,  and  regulations,  and 
proposed  revisions  thereto,  are  in 
accordance  with  NEPA,  the  regulations, 


and  this  Order  and  whether  they  may  be 
adpoted; 

c.  Review  an  environmental 
assessment  prepared  and  submitted 
pursuant  to  subparagraphs  .03e.  and  f.  of 
this  section,  determine  whether  such 
assessment  satisfies  the  requirements  of 
the  regulations,  and,  where  appropriate, 
make  a  finding  of  no  significant  impact 
or  determine  the  need  for  preparation  of 
an  EIS  and  notify  the  head  of  the 
organization  unit  accordingly; 

d.  Review  a  draft  EIS  prepared  and 
submitted  pursuant  to  subparagraph  .03j. 
of  this  section,  circulate  it  within  the 
Department  to  the  extent  deemed 
necessary,  and  determine  and  notify  the 
head  of  the  organization  unit  whether 
'the  document  satisfies  the  requirements 
of  NEPA,  the  regulations,  and  this 
Order, 

e.  At  the  request  of  the  head  of  an 
organization  unit,  provide  guidance 
regarding  public  involvement  in 
accordance  with  Section  1506.6  of  the 
regulations; 

f.  Ensure  that  the  responsible 
organization  unit  transmits,  over  the 
signature  of  the  DAS,  any  approved 
draft  EIS  to  all  appropriate  government 
agencies  and  the  public  and  files,  over 
the  signature  of  the  DAS,  such  draft  EIS 
with  the  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA); 

g.  Review  a  proposed  final  EIS 
prepared  and  submitted  pursuant  to 
subparagraph  .03m.  of  this  section  to 
ensure  that  it  fully  considers  and 
responds  to  all  substantive  comments 
received  within  the  prescribed  period  on 
the  draft  EIS,  and  determine  and  notify 
the  head  of  the  organization  unit 
whether  the  document  satisfies  the 
requirements  of  NEPA,  the  regulations, 
and  this  Order; 

h.  Ensure  that  the  responsible 
organization  unit  transmits,  over  the 
signature  of  the  DAS,  the  final  EIS  to  all 
appropriate  government  agencies  and 
the  public  and  files,  over  the  signature  of 
the  DAS,  such  final  EIS  with  the  EPA; 

i.  Ensure  that  the  responsible 
organization  unit  files  with  EPA,  over 
the  signature  of  the  DAS,  comments 
received  within  the  prescribed  period  on 
the  final  EIS  and  any  responses  to  such 
comments; 

j.  Review  legislative  proposals 
submitted  by  the  head  of  an 
organization  unit  pursuant  to 
subparagraph  .03b.  of  this  section,  and 
following  consultation  with  the 
Assistant  General  Counsel  for 
Legislation  ("AGC/Leg.”),  determine  the 
need  for  preparing  a  legislative  EIS  and 
notify  the  head  of  the  organization  unit 
submitting  the  legislative  proposal 
accordingly.  Review  legislative  EISs 
submitted  by  a  head  of  an  organization 
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unit  pursuant  to  subparagraph  .03b.  and 
determine  whether  the  document 
satisfies  the  requirements  of  NEPA,  the 
regulations,  and  this  Order.  With  the 
concurrence  of  the  AGC/Leg.  and  the 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Congressional 
Affairs,  transmit  to  the  Congress  any 
required  legislative  EIS  determined  to  be 
satisfactory; 

k.  If  requested,  consult  with  the  head 
of  an  organization  unit  with  respect  to 
conducting  NEPA  related  hearings  in 
accordance  with  Section  1506.6  of  the 
regulations  and  notify  the  head  of  the 
organization  unit  as  to  whether  a  report 
as  described  in  subparagraph  .03h.  of 
this  section  shall  be  submitted  to  the 
DAS; 

l.  Make  determinations  for  the 
Department,  with  the  concurrence  of  the 
appropriate  organization  unit  head(s), 
with  respect  to  the  making  of 
predecision  referrals  and  related 
matters  under  Section  1504  of  the  ' 
regulations.  With  regard  to  any  referral 
actions  initiated  by  other  agencies 
pertaining  to  a  proposed  action  by  the 
Department,  the  DAS  shall  consult  with 
the  head  of  the  organization  unit 
involved  regarding  an  appropriate 
Department  response; 

m.  Provide  guidance  to  heads  of 
organization  units  regarding  the 
preparation  of  records  of  decision  in 
accordance  with  section  1505.2  of  the 
regulations;  , 

n.  Coordinate  Department  review  of 
draft  EISs  prepared  by  other  agencies 
and  referred  to  the  Department  and, 
after  necessary  consultation  with 
interested  organization  units,  exercise 
primary  responsibility  for  preparation 
and  submission  of  comments  required  of 
the  Department  under  the  Provisions  of 
NEPA; 

o.  In  instances  where  an  organization 
unit  voluntarily  reviews  and  prepares 
proposed  comments  on  a  draft  EIS  not 
formally  submitted  by  another  agency 
for  Departmental  review,  review  such 
proposed  comments  for  conformity  with 
Departmental  policy,  and,  after 
consultation  with  all  interested 
organization  units,  exercise  primary 
responsibility  for  the  submission  of 
comments  to  the  agency  that  prepared 
the  EIS; 

p.  In  consultation  with  appropriate 
organization  unit  heads,  represent  the 
Department  in  interagency  proceedings 
to  determine,  pursuant  to  1 1501.5  of  the 
regulations,  which  Federal  agency  shall 
be  the  “lead  agency;” 

q.  Review  proposed  categorical 
exclusions  for  categories  of  organization 
unit  activities  and  actions  submitted  by 
a  head  of  an  organization  unit  pursuant 
to  subparagraph  .03a  of  this  section, 
and,  for  any  proposal  which  satisfies 


§  §  1500.4(p)  and  1508.4  of  the 
regulations,  approve  such  categorical 
exclusions  within  30  days  of  submission; 

r.  Ensure  that  the  same  procedures 
outlined  in  subparagraphs  .02d.,  f.,  g.,  h., 
and  i  above — relating  to  the  preparation, 
review,  circulation,  and  filing  of  draft 
and  final  EISs — are  likewise  followed 
with  respect  to  the  preparation  of  any 
supplement  to  either  a  draft  for  final 
EIS;  and 

s.  Serve  as  the  principal  information 
contact  on  all  Departmental  matters 
concerning  the  NEPA  process.  Inquiries 
concerning  information  or  status  reports 
on  Environmental  Impact  Statements  or 
other  elements  of  the  NEPA  process 
should  be  directed  to: 

Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for 

Environmental  Affairs, 

Attn;  Project  Officer  for  Environmental 

Impact  Assessment, 

Office  of  Environmental  Affairs,  Room  3425, 
U.S.  Department  of  Commerce, 

Washington,  D.C.  20230, 

Phone  number  202-377-2186. 

.03  Heads  of  Organization  Units. 

The  heads  of  organization  units,  other 
than  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Economic  Development  and  the 
Administrator,  NOAA,  shall  have  all  the 
following  functional  responsibilities  (the 
responsibilities  of  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Economic  Development 
and  the  Administrator,  NOAA  are 
specified  in  paragraph  .04  of  this 
section); 

a.  Submit  to  the  DAS  for  approval 
pursuant  to  subparagraph  .02q  of  this 
section,  categories  of  actions  proposed 
to  be  designated  as  categorical 
exclusions  and  submit  supporting 
explanations  as  requested  by  the  DAS: 

b.  Submit  legislative  proposals  to  the 
DAS  at  the  earliest  possible  stage  for 
determination  of  the  need  to  prepare  a 
legislative  EIS  in  accordance  with 
subparagraph  .02j.  of  this  section.  If  a 
legislative  EIS  is  determined  to  be 
necessary,  prepare  the  document,  in 
consultation  with  the  DAS,  and  submit  it 
to  the  DAS  for  a  determination  of 
whether  the  document  satisfies  the 
requirements  of  NEPA,  the  regulations, 
and  this  Order,  and  if  so,  for  transmittal 
to  the  Congress. 

c.  Advise  the  DAS  of  actions  (other 
than  legislative  proposals)  to  be 
undertaken  by  the  unit  that  normally 
require  preparation  of  an  EIS  pursuant 
to  Section  1501.4  of  the  regulations  and, 
therefore,  do  not  require  preparation  of 
an  environmental  assessment,  in 
accordance  with  §  1501.3(a)  of  the 
regulations; 

d.  Designate  major  decision  points 
within  the  organization  unit’s  principal 
programs  likely  to  have  a  significant 
effect  on  the  human  environment  and 


ensure  that  pertinent  NEPA  documents, 
comments,  and  responses  accompany  a 
proposal  through  review  processes  in 
the  organization  unit  and  Department  so 
that  Department  officials  with 
decisionmaking  responsibilities  can  use 
such  documents  at  appropriate  decision 
points; 

e.  Prepare,  at  the  earliest  practicable 
time,  an  environmental  assessment  for 
any  proposed  major  action  (other  than 
legislative  proposals)  that  may  have  a 
significant  impact  (as  contemplated  by 
Section  1508.27  of  the  regulations), 
except  for  actions  which  are  not  within 
the  scope  of  this  Order,  including 
categorical  exclusions  (see  paragraph 
2.02  of  this  Order  and  subparagraphs 
.02q.  and  .03a.  of  this  section)  or  actions 
for  which  a  decision  is  made  to  prepare 
an  EIS,  as  provided  for  by  §  1501.3(a)  of 
the  regulations.  Environmental 
assessments  should  contain  factual 
information  and  analysis  and  include 
economic  and  technical  consideration  as 
well  as  consideration  of  environmental 
values,  including  those  related  to 
floodplains  and  wetlands,  as  required 
by  DAO  216-11,  and  National  Trails  and 
Nationwide  Inventory  Rivers,  as 
required  by  Presidential  Directive  dated 
August  2, 1979; 

f.  Submit  an  environmental 
assessment  to  the  DAS  and  review  the 
document  with  the  DAS  to  determine 
whether  a  draft  EIS  should  be  prepared 
or  a  finding  of  no  significant  impact 
should  be  made  pursuant  to  §§  1501.4, 
1508.9(a),  and  1508.13  of  the  regulations 
and  subparagraph  .02c.  of  this  section.  If 
the  head  of  the  organization  unit 
recommends  that  the  DAS  make  a 
finding  of  no  significant  impact,  the 
head  of  the  organization  unit  shall 
prepare  undated  proposed  letters  of 
transmittal  to  interested  parties  and  the 
Office  of  Environmental  Review,  EPA,  to 
accompany  a  Finding  of  No  Significant 
Impact  and  the  environmental 
assessment  supporting  it; 

g.  If  it  is  determined  that  an  EIS  is  to 
be  prepared,  publish  a  "Notice  of  Intent” 
pursuant  to  §  §  1501.7  and  1508.22  of  the 
regulations  before  initiating  the  scoping 
process  described  in  §  1501.7  of  the 
regulations; 

h.  If  deemed  necessary,  consult  with 
the  DAS  in  making  a  decision  to  conduct 
a  NEPA  related  hearing  (in  accordance 
with  §  1566.6  of  the  regulations).  Notify 
the  DAS  of  the  intention  to  conduct  such 
a  hearing;  and,  if  so  requested  by  the 
DAS,  prepare  a  report  summarizing  the 
proceedings  and  identifying  the 
principal  participants,  the  major  issues 
discussed,  the  positions  taken,  the  final 
disposition  of  issues,  and  any  other 
matters  deemed  important  by  the  head 
of  the  organization  unit; 
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i.  Ensure  that  draft  and  final  EISs  are 
prepared  in  the  manner  set  forth  in 

§  1502.2  of  the  regulations  with  respect 
to  integration  with  other  planning  and 
environmental  review  procedures 
(§§  1500.2(c)  and  1502.25(a)),  including 
consideration  of  floodplain  and  wetland 
values,  as  required  by  DAO  216-11,  and 
National  Trails  and  Nationwide 
Inventory  Rivers,  as  required  by 
Presidential  Directive  dated  August  2, 
1979,  and  in  conformity  with  the 
regulations  regarding  timing, 
interdisciplinary  preparation,  length, 
writing  style,  and  format  (§§  1502.5, 
1502.6, 1502.7, 1502.8,  and  1502.10  of  the 
regulations); 

j.  For  actions  (other  than  legislative 
proposals)  determined  to  require  the 
preparation  of  an  EIS,  submit  a 
proposed  draft  EIS  to  the  DAS  for 
review  and  appropriate  action  pursuant 
to  subparagraph  .02d.  of  this  section; 
and  transmit  over  the  signature  of  the 
DAS,  an  approved  draft  EIS  to  all 
appropriate  Government  agencies  and 
members  of  the  public  and  file,  over  the 
signature  of  the  DAS,  such  draft  EIS 
with  the  EPA; 

k.  Ensure  that  in  notices  of 
availability  of  environmental  documents 
there  is  identified  an  officer  in  the 
organization  unit  from  whom  interested 
persons  may  obtain  information  or 
status  reports  on  environmental 
documents  and  other  elements  of  the 
NEPA  process; 

l.  Consider  all  comments  from  other 
Government  agencies,  organizations, 
and  members  of  the  public  on  the  draft 
EIS  and  respond  in  accordance  with 

§  1503.4  of  die  regulations  in  preparing 
the  final  EIS; 

m.  Prepare  and  submit  a  draft  of  a 
final  EIS  to  the  DAS  for  review  and 
appropriate  action  pursuant  to 
subparagraph  .02g.  of  this  section  and 
transmit,  over  the  signature  of  the  DAS, 
an  approved  final  EIS  to  all  appropriate 
Government  agencies  and  members  of 
the  public  and  file  over  the  signature  of 
the  DAS,  such  final  EIS  with  the  EPA; 

n.  Prepare  and  submit  to  the  DAS — 

1.  For  draft  and  final  EISs,  necessary 
letters  of  transmittal  to  be  signed  by  the 
DAS  for  EPA  and  each  interested 
Government  agency  and  members  of  the 
public  to  whom  the  documents  will  be 
sent, 

2.  For  substantive  comments  on  a  final 
EIS  within  the  prescribed  period  and  for 
any  responses  to  such  comments,  a 
letter  of  transmittal  for  the  DAS’s 
signature  to  EPA, 

3.  For  Legislative  EISs,  after 
consulting  with  the  DAS,  necessary 
letters  of  transmittal  to  the  Congress  to 
be  signed  by  the  DAS; 


o.  Ensure  that  the  alternatives 
considered  by  the  decisionmaker  are 
encompassed  by  the  range  of 
alternatives  discussed  in  the  relevant 
environmental  documents  and  that  the 
decisionmaker  considers  the 
alternatives  described  in  the 
environmental  impact  statement;  or,  if 
decisionmaking  authority  is  delegated, 
ensure  that  the  intent  of  this 
subparagraph  is  carried  out; 

p.  Require  that  relevant  environmental 
documents,  comments,  and  responses  be 
part  of  the  record  in  formal  rulemaking 
or  adjudicatory  proceedings  conducted 
by  the  Department  with  respect  to  the 
proposed  action;  and  adopt  procedures 
for  introducing  any  supplement  to  an 
EIS  into  the  record  of  any  formal 
rulemaking  or  adjudicatory  proceeding 
conducted  by  the  Department  relating  to 
the  proposed  action  addressed  by  the 
supplement; 

q.  Provide  for  cases  where  actions  are 
planned  by  private  applicants  or  other 
non-Federal  entities  before  Federal 
involvements  so  that: 

1.  Policies  or  designated  staff  are 
available  to  advise  potential  applicants 
of  studies  or  other  information 
foreseeably  required  for  later  Federal 
action, 

2.  The  organization  unit  consults  early 
with  appropriate  State  and  local 
agencies  and  Indian  tribes  and  with 
interested  private  persons  and 
organizations  when  its  own  involvement 
is  reasonably  foreseeable,  and 

3.  The  organization  unit  commences 
its  NEPA  process  at  the  earliest 
practicable  time; 

r.  Forward  promptly  to  the  DAS  any 
request  for  comments  on  EISs  received 
by  the  organization  unit  directly  from 
other  Federal  Agencies.  This  provision 
shall  not  preclude  an  organization  unit 
field  office  from  providing  a  preliminary 
response  to  an  EIS  received  locally,  if  it 
is  made  clear  that  the  official 
Department  position  will  be  provided  at 
a  later  date  by  the  DAS; 

s.  Keep  the  DAS  advised  of  (1) 
possible  future  actions  that  could  have 
or  would  be  likely  to  have  a  significant 
impact  on  the  human  environment 
including  actions  that  would  be 
categorically  excluded  as  provided  in 
subparagraph  2.02c.  of  this  Order  and 
subparagraphs  .02q.  and  .03a.  of  this 
section,  and  (2)  other  matters  that  affect 
the  DAS’s  responsibilities  under  NEPA, 
the  regulations  and  this  Order, 

t.  Submit  to  the  DAS  for  review  and 
determination  pursuant  to  subparagraph 
.02b.  of  this  section  any  proposed  plans, 
procedures,  and/or  regulations  to 
implement  NEPA,  the  regulations,  and 
this  Order  tailored  to  the  statutes 
applicable  to  and  the  plans,  programs 


and  projects  of  their  organization  unit 
believed  desirable  to  implement  this 
Order.  To  the  extent  consistent  with  the 
responsibilities^  the  DAS  pursuant  to 
paragraph  .02  of  this  section,  be 
responsible  for  and  take  all  actions  , 
necessary  to  comply  with  any  such 
plans,  procedures,  and/or  regulations 
approved  pursuant  to  subparagraph 
.02b.  of  this  section  and  ultimately 
adopted; 

u.  In  consultation  with  the  DAS,  seek 
the  advice  of  the  General  Counsel  on 
any  legal  questions  arising  in  connection 
with  this  Order, 

v.  Ensure  that  the  same  procedures 
outlined  in  subparagraphs  4.03j.,  1.,  m., 
n.l.,  and  n.2.  above  relating  to  the 
preparation,  review,  circulation,  and 
filing  of  draft  and  final  EISs — are 
likewise  followed  with  respect  to  the 
preparation  of  any  supplement  to  either 
a  draft  or  final  EIS. 

.04  The  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Economic  Development,  with  respect  to 
the  undertaking  of  actions  under  all 
legislation  administered  by  the 
Economic  Development  Administration 
(“EDA”),  and  the  Administrator,  NOAA, 
with  respect  to  the  undertaking  of 
actions  pursuant  to  all  legislation 
administered  by  NOAA,  shall: 

a.  Submit  to  the  DAS  for  review  and 
determination  pursuant  to  subparagraph 
.02b.  of  this  section  proposed  overall 
plans,  procedures,  and  regulations  for 
complying  with  NEPA,  the  regulations, 
and  this  Order; 

b.  Pursuant  to  overall  plans, 
procedures,  and  regulations  approved  in 
accordance  with  subparagraph  .02b.  of 
this  section  and  ultimately  adopted,  be 
responsible  for  and  take  all  actions 
under  all  legislation  administered  by 
EDA  and  NOAA  respectively  to  comply 
with  NEPA  and  the  regulations, 
excluding  those  functions  described  in 
subparagraphs  .02a.,  b.,  e.,  j.,  1.,  n.,  o.  and 
p.  of  this  section  which  shall  remain  the 
responsibility  of  the  DAS.  The  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Economic  Development 
and  the  Administrator,  NOAA  shall 
comply  with  subparagraphs  .03b.,  d.,  e., 
g.,  i.,  k.,  1.,  n.3.,  o.',  p.,  q.,  r.,  s.(2),  u.  and  v. 
of  this  section  but  are  not  required  to 
comply  with  all  other  provisions  of 
paragraph  .03;  and 

c.  Inform  the  DAS  of  actions  taken 
under  subparagraph  4.04b.  of  this 
paragraph — in  instances  where  an 
environmental  assessment  is  prepared 
resulting  in  a  Finding  of  No  Significant 
Impact,  transmit  to  the  Office  of 
Environmental  Review,  EPA,  and 
interested  parties  the  Finding  and  the 
environmental  assessment  supporting  it, 
and  furnish  the  DAS  a  copy  of  the 
transmittal  letters  and  environmental 
assessment;  in  instances  where  a 
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determination  is  made  to  prepare  an  EIS 
for  a  proposed  project  or  action,  provide 
a  copy  of  the  draft  or  final  EIS  and  any 
supplements  thereto.  The  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Economic  Development 
and  the  Administrator,  NOAA  may,  in 
their  discretion,  consult  with  and  seek 
the  advice  of  the  DAS  with  respect  to 
any  of  the  responsibilities  exercised. 

.05  The  General  Counsel.  Pursuant 
to  the  provisions  of  Department 
Organization  Order  10-6,  and  the 
provisions  of  Department 
Administrative  Order  218-1, 
supplementary  procedures  for  the 
preparation,  review,  and  coordination  of 
legislative  EISs  required  in  connection 
with  legislative  proposals  or  reports 
may  be  prescribed  by  the  General 
Counsel  of  the  Department. 

Guy  W.  Chamberlin,  Ir., 

Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Administration. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21330  Filed  7-16-00;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  3510-17-41 


[Dept  Organization  Order  30-2B;  Arndt  4; 
Transmittal  496] 

National  Bureau  of  Standards; 
Statement  of  Organization  and 
Functions  and  Delegations  of 
Authority 

Effective  Date:  June  18, 1980. 

This  order  effective  June  18, 1980 
further  amends  the  materials  appearing 
at  43  FR  15473  of  April  13, 1978,  43  FR 
43534  of  September  26, 1978,  44  FR  6978 
of  February  5, 1979,  and  44  FR  18720  of 
March  29, 1979. 

Department  Organization  Order  30-2B 
dated  March  8, 1978,  is  hereby  further 
amended  as  shown  below.  The  purpose 
of  this  amendment  is  to  transfer  the 
Computer  Services  Division  from  the 
Office  of  the  Director  of  Administrative 
and  Information  Systems  to  the  National 
Engineering  Laboratory,  Center  for 
Applied  Mathematics. 

1.  In  Section  8,  “Office  of  the  Director 
of  Administrative  and  Information 
Systems",  in  pen  and  ink,  delete 
subparagraph  .Old.  and  reletter 
subparagraphs  .Ole.  and  f.,  as  .Old.  and 
e.,  respectively. 

2.  In  Section  8,  “National  Engineering 
Laboratory,”  subparagraph  8.a.  is 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

a.  The  Center  for  Applied  Mathematics 
shall  conduct  research,  collaborate  with,  and 
provide  support  to  all  Bureau  activities  and  to. 
other  Federal  agencies  in  selected  fields  of 
the  mathematical  and  computer  sciences 
important  in  science  and  engineering; 
undertake  specialized  computational  support 
and  services  for  high  technology  science  and 
engineering  programs;  develop  tools  for 
mathematical  work  such  as  mathematical 


models,  statistical  models  and  computational 
methods,  mathematical  tables,  handbooks, 
and  manuals,  and  advise  on  their  use; 
provide  training  in  disciplines  related  to 
these  functions;  operate,  on  a  reimbursable 
basis,  the  Bureau's  central  computing  facility 
that  serves  NBS  and  other  agencies;  provide 
the  systems  software  and  hardware  suppdrt 
required  for  efficient  operation  of  the  facility; 
conduct  computer  performance  monitoring 
and  determine  needs  for  additional  hardware 
and  systems  software;  maintain  records  of 
use  of  computing  resources;  and  provide 
consulting  and  training  to  assist  users  in  the 
effective  utilization  of  the  computing 
resources. 

3.  In  pen  and  ink,  delete  the  Computer 
Services  Division  on  the  organization 
chart  under  the  Office  of  the  Director  of 
Administrative  and  Information 
Systems. 

Guy  W.  Chamberlin,  Jr., 

Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Administration. 

(FR  Doc.  80-21329  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  3510-17-41 


Cost  Comparison  Reviews  Scheduled 
for  Commercial  or  Industrial  Activities 
Performed  by  Government  Personnel 
in  the  Office  of  the  Secretary 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  20640,  in  the  issue  of 
Thursday,  July  10, 1980,  appearing  on 
page  46471,  please  make  the  following 
correction: 

In  the  chart  appearing  half  way  down 
the  first  column,  in  the  last  line  (“Health 
Services  *  *  *”),  the  entry  under 
“Review  completion”  now  reading  “3”, 
should  read  “3/31/81". 

BILLING  COOE  1505-01-41 


DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Department  of  the  Army 

Intent  To  Grant  Limited  Exclusive 
Patent  License;  Kinetic  Concepts,  Inc. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  Army 
Regulation  27-60,  Chapter  10,  the 
Department  of  the  Army  announces  its 
intention  to  grant  to  Kinetic  Concepts, 
Inc.,  a  corporation  of  the  State  of  Texas, 
a  limited  exclusive  license  under  (1)  U.S. 
Patent  No.  3,689,948,  issued  September 
12, 1972,  entitled  “Polyvinyl  Alcohol  Gel 
Support  Pad,”  invented  by  David  J. 
Graves  et  al  and  (2)  U.S.  Patent  No. 
3,858,379,  issued  January  7, 1975,  entitled 
“Process  for  Making  a  Polyvinyl  Alcohol 
Gel  Support  Pad”,  invented  by  David  J. 
Graves  et  al. 

This  license  will  be  granted  unless  an 
application  for  a  nonexclusive  license, 
submitted  by  a  responsible  applicant,  is 
received  by  the  Chief,  Intellectual 


Property  Division,  Office  of  The  Judge 
Advocate  General,  Department  of  the 
Army  Washington,  D.C.  20310,  60  days 
of  this  notice,  and  it  is  determined,  in 
accordance  with  the  procedures  set 
forth  in  Army  Regulation  27-60,  Chapter 
10,  that  the  applicant  for  such  license 
has  established  that  he  has  already 
brought  or  is  likely  to  bring  the 
invention  to  the  point  of  practical 
application  within  a  reasonable  period  if 
granted  a  nonexclusive  license  or  it  is 
determined  that  a  third  party  has 
presented  written  evidence  and 
argument  which  has  established  that  it 
would  not  be  in  the  public  interest  to 
grant  the  limited  exclusive  license. 

For  further  information  concerning 
this  notice,  contact:  Mr.  Werten  F.  W. 
Bellemy,  Principal  Licensing  Officer, 
HQDA  (DAJA-IP),  Washington,  D.C. 
20310,  telephone  number  (202)  695-3322. 
William  G.  Gapcynski, 

Chief  Intellectual  Property  Division,  Office  of 
The  Judge  Advocate  General,  Department  of 
the  Army. 

July  7, 1980. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21370  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  3710-08-41 


Corps  of  Engineers,  Department  of  the 
Army 

Intent  To  Prepare  a  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement 
(DEIS)  for  a  Proposed  Metropolitan 
Atlanta  Water  Resources  Study, 
Atlanta,  Georgia. 

AGENCY:  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers, 
DOD. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  Intent  to  Prepare  a 
Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement 
(DEIS),  y _ 

SUMMARY:  Plans  of  action  were 
developed  to  provide  means  or  methods 
of  meeting  future  water  supply  (average 
demand  of  431  mgd  from  the 
Chattahoochee  River)  and  53  mgd  from 
Lake  Lanier  for  the  Metropolitan  Atlanta 
River. 

2.  Alternative  A  provides  for  the 
construction  of  a  4,100  acre-feet 
reregulation  reservoir  extending  from 
Buford  Dam  downstream  some  6.3  miles. 
Alternative  B  provides  for  reallocation 
of  about  200,000  acre-feet  storage  of 
Lake  Lanier  to  water  supply  with  peak 
releases  from  Buford  Dam  on  weekends 
as  needed  for  water  supply  withdrawals 
from  the  Chattahoochee  River  without 
dredging  Morgan  Falls  Reservoir. 
Alternative  C  provides  for  reallocation 
of  about  100,000  acre-feet  of  storage  at 
Lake  Lanier  to  water  supply  with 
dredging  at  Morgan  Falls  Reservoir  to 
remove  700  acre-feet  or  1,130,000  cubic 
yards,  over  the  next  10  years  plus 
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maintenance  dredging  of  about  81,000 
cubic  yards  annually.  The  storage 
capacity  of  Morgan  Falls  Reservoir 
would  be  increased  from  the  present 
2,500  acre-feet  up  to  3,200  acre-feet  by 
the  year  1990.  The  alternative  of  no 
action  (without  project  plan)  was 
retained  for  detail  analysis  as  a  base 
condition,  against  which  the  impacts  of 
the  other  plans,  could  be  measured. , 

3.  Public  involvement  is  an  on-going 
process.  It  involves  representatives  from 
the  State  and  Federal  agencies  and  the 
general  public.  Over  the  period  of  six 
years  through  the  efforts  of  the 
Executive  Group,  Operation  Group, 
Citizen  Task  Force,  and  the  Lake  Lanier 
Task  Force,  public  meetings,  newspaper 
articles,  radio  and  television  coverage, 
helicopter  flights,  slide  presentations, 
handouts,  newsletters,  county  fact 
sheets,  and  news  releases  were  used  to 
keep  the  public  informed  about  the 
Metropolitan  Atlanta  Water  Resources 
Study. 

4.  The  Operation  Group  and  the 
Citizen  Task  Force  generally  meet 
monthly  to  discuss  various  issues  that 
come  to  their  attention.  Public 
awareness  and  involvement  is  an  on¬ 
going  process. 

5.  The  estimate  date  for  the  release  of 
the  DEIS  to  the  public  is  August  15, 1980. 
ADDRESS:  Questions  about  the  proposed 
study  and  DEIS  can  be  answered  by:  Mr. 
Herbert  T.  DeRigo,  U.S.  Army  Engineer 
District,  Savannah,  P.O.  Box  889, 
Savannah,  GA  31402,  Commercial 
Telephone  Number  (912)  944-5832,  FTS 
Telephone  Number  248-5832. 

Tilford  C.  Creel, 

Colonel,  Corps  of  Engineers  District  Engineer. 

(FR  Ooc.  80-21383  Filed  7-18-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  3710-HP-U 


Office  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense 

Defense  Intelligence  Agency  Advisory 
Committee;  Closed  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
Subsection  (d)  of  Section  10  of  Public 
Law  92-463,  as  amended  by  Section  5  of 
Public  Law  94-409,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  a  closed  meeting  of  a  Panel  of 
the  DIA  Advisory  Committee  will  be 
held  as  follows: 

Friday,  15  August  1980,  Pomponio 
Plaza,  Rosslyn,  Virginia. 

The  entire  meeting,  commencing  at 
0900  hours  is  devoted  to  the  discussion 
of  classified  information  as  defined  in 
Section  552b(c)(l),  Title  5  of  the  U.S. 
Code  and  therefore  will  be  closed  to  the 


public.  Subject  matter  will  be  used  in  a 
study  on  special  signals. 

M.  S.  Healy, 

OSD  Federal  Register  Liaison  Officer, 
Washington  Headquarters  Services, 
Department  of  Defense. 

July  11, 1980. 

(FR  Doc.  80-21280  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  3810-70-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  EDUCATION 

Intergovernmental  Advisory  Council 
on  Education;  Establishment 

The  Secretary  of  Education  has 
determined  that  the  establishment  of  the 
Intergovernmental  Advisory  Council  is 
in  the  public  interest  and  necessary  to 
provide  assistance  and  make 
recommendations  to  the  Secretary  of 
Education  and  the  President.  The 
Council  is  established  in  accordance 
with  the  Department  of  Education 
Organization  Act  (P.L.  96-88;  20  USC 
3423)  and  is  governed  by  the  Federal 
Advisory  Committee  Act  (P.L  92-464;  5 
USC  Appendix  I). 

1.  Designation — Intergovernmental 
Advisory  Council  on  Education. 

2.  Establishment  date  and  date  of 
termination — The  Council  was 
established  July  7, 1980  and  will 
terminate  2  years  from  that  date  unless 
renewed  by  appropriate  action  prior  to 
its  expiration. 

3.  Purpose — To  provide  assistance 
and  make  recommendations  to  the 
Secretary  and  the  President  concerning 
intergovernmental  policies  and  relations 
pertaining  to  education. 

4.  Membership — The  Council  shall 
consist  of  twenty  members  appointed  by 
the  President  as  follows:  six  elected 
State  and  local  officials  with  general 
government  responsibilities;  five 
representatives  of  public  and  private 
elementary  and  secondary  education, 
from  among  board  members,  chief 
education  officials,  administrators,  and 
teachers;  five  representatives  of  public 
and  private  postsecondary  education, 
from  among  board  members,  chief 
education  officials,  administrators,  and 
professors;  and  four  members  of  the 
public,  including  students  and  parents  of 
students. 

5.  Meeting — Notice  of  meetings  will  be 
given  to  the  public  in  accordance  with 
the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  on  July  7, 1980. 
Ann  V.  Bailey, 

Committee  Management  Officer,  U.S 

Education  Department 

(FR  Doc.  88-21267  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4110-02-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 
Nuclear  Energy  Office 

Record  of  Decision;  U.S.  Spent  Fuel 
Policy 

Decision:  The  Department  of  Energy 
(DOE)  has  made  the  decision  to 
implement  the  U.S.  Spent  Fuel  Policy 
(announced  in  October  1977)  by  the  U.S. 
Government  offering  to  accept  title  to 
domestic  spent  fuel  and  limited  amounts 
of  foreign  commercial  spent  power 
reactor  fuel  and  charging  the  fuel  owner 
a  fee  for  the  services  rendered  by  the 
Government.  The  implementation  of  the 
Spent  Fuel  Policy  is  subject  to  the 
approval  of  authorizing  legislation  by 
Congress.  DOE  will  continue  to  support 
the  enactment  of  such  legislation  and 
will  pursue  activities  to  support  the 
implementation  of  the  Spent  Fuel  Policy. 

Background:  Spent  fuel  removed  from 
a  nuclear  power  reactor  contains 
unfissioned  nuclear  fuel  together  with 
radioactive  fission  products.  On  April  7, 
1977,  President  Carter  announced  that 
the  U.S.  would  indefinitely  defer 
reprocessing  of  spent  fuel  to  recover  the 
unfissioned  fuel  and  plutonium  while  the 
U.S.  and  other  countries  evaluate 
alternative  fuel  cycles  and  processes 
which  may  reduce  risks  of  nuclear 
weapons  proliferation.  Most  nuclear 
power  plants  were  designed  with 
reprocessing  in  mind  and  have  limited 
spent  fuel  storage  capacity. 

In  October  1977,  the  DOE  announced 
a  Spent  Fuel  Policy  for  nuclear  power 
reactors.  Under  this  policy,  as  approved 
by  the  President,  U.S.  utilities  could 
deliver  spent  fuel  to  U.S.  Government 
custody  in  exchange  for  payment  of  a 
fee.  The  U.S.  Government  would  also  be 
prepared  to  accept  a  limited  amount  of 
spent  fuel  from  foreign  sources  when 
such  action  would  contribute  to  meeting 
nonproliferation  goals.  Under  the  new 
policy,  spent  fuel  transferred  to  the  U.S. 
Government  would  be  delivered  to  a 
U.S.  Government-owned  storage  site  at 
the  user’s  expense. 

In  February  1979  DOE  submitted  the 
Spent  Nuclear  Fuel  Act  Of  1979  to 
Congress.  The  Act  would  give  DOE 
authority  to  acquire  or  construct  storage 
capacity,  to  accept  fuel  for  storage  and 
disposal,  and  to  establish  and  collect  a 
charge  for  providing  these  services. 

DOE  published  the  “Final 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIS) 
U.S.  Spent  Fuel  Policy”  (DOE/EIS-0015) 
in  May  1980.  The  final  EIS  consisted  of 
five  volumes. 

Volume  1 — Executive  Summary 
Volume  2 — Storage  of  U.S.  Spent  Power 

Reactor  Fuel  (Domestic) 

Volume  3 — Storage  of  Foreign  Spent 

Power  Reactor  Fuel  (Foreign) 
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Volume  4 — Charge  for  Spent  Fuel 
Storage  (Charge) 

Volume  5— Comment  Letters  on  Draft 
Statements  and  Major  Comments  with 
DOE  Responses 

Notice  of  the  availability  of  the  EIS 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register  by 
the  Environmental  Protection  Agency  on 
June  2, 1980  (45  FR  37276)  (EIS  Order  No. 
800401). 

Description  of  Action:  Subject  to  the 
approval  of  authorizing  legislation,  DOE 
under  the  Spent  Fuel  Policy  would 
accept  title  to  domestic  spent  fuel  and 
limited  amounts  of  foreign  spent  fuel 
and  provide  storage  space  in  centralized 
or  decentralized  Independent  Spent  Fuel 
Storage  (ISFS)  facilities: 

•  To  assure  that  U.S.  reactors  have 
adequate  storage  capacity  to  maintain 
full  core  reserve  storage  capacity. 

•  To  support  nonproliferation  objectives 
of  the  U.S.  with  respect  to  the  receipt 
of  some  foreign  spent  fuel. 

DOE  would  charge  a  fee  for 
acceptance  and  storage  and/or  disposal 
of  the  spent  fuel  sufficient  to  recover  the 
full  cost  to  the  U.S.  Government  for 
providing  these  services. 

Description  of  Alternatives:  The 
alternatives  of  (1)  Implementing  or  (2) 
Not  Implementing  the  U.S.  Spent  Fuel 
Policy  were  considered  in  the 
development  of  the  environmental 
impacts  in  (DOE/EIS-0015). 

I.  Implementing  the  U.S.  Spent  Fuel 
Policy 

Subaltematives  were  analyzed  for 
domestic  spent  fuel,  foreign  spent  fuel, 
and  the  spent  fuel  charge  (fee). 

A.  Domestic 

Two  subaltematives  were  analyzed:  1. 
U.S.  Government  provides  storage 
capacity  away  from  reactors  in  either 
large  centralized  or  smaller 
decentralized  ISFS  facilities  to  allow 
utilities  to  maintain  full  core  reserve 
capacity  in  the  reactor  discharge  basins. 

2.  U.S.  Government  provides  storage 
capacity  away  from  reactors  in 
government-owned  and  operated 
decentralized  ISFS  facilities  to  allow 
utilities  to  maintain  capability  in  the 
reactor  discharge  basins  for  one  annual 
reactor  discharge. 

B.  Foreign 

Two  major  subaltematives  were 
analyzed.  Within  those  two 
subaltematives,  variations  were 
considered  in  the  foreign  spent  fuel 
schedules,  the  date  of  initial  operation 
of  a  U.S.  geologic  repository,  and 
disposition  or  management  of  the  spent 
fuel. 

1.  U.S.  Government  accepts  no  spent 
fuel  from  foreign  governments  for 


interim  storage  in  the  U.S.  but  provides 
assistance  to  foreign  countries  for 
storage  of  their  spent  fuel  abroad.  Two 
cases  under  this  subalternative  were 
analyzed: 

a.  U.S.  Supports  Multi-national 
Interim  Storage 

b.  U.S.  Supports  National  Interim 
Storage 

2.  U.S.  Government  accepts  foreign 
spent  fuel  for  interim  storage  in  the  U.S. 
Seven  cases  consider  a  range  of 
possibilities  under  this  subalternative. 
The  amount  of  fuel  accepted  by  the  U.S. 
is  projected  and  analyzed  for  three 
acceptance  options.  Reprocessing  has 
been  considered  as  one  possibility  for 
purposes  of  analysis  only.  U.S.  policy 
encourages  the  deferral  of  reprocessing: 

a.  Fuel  shipped  to  U.S. — later  disposed 
of  in  U.S.  geologic  repository  (four 
different  cases). 

b.  Fuel  shipped  to  U.S. — later  returned 
for  reprocessing. 

c.  Fuel  shipped  to  U.S. — later 
reprocessed  and  recycled  in  U.S. 

d.  Fuel  shipped  to  U.S. — later 
reprocessed  in  U.S.  and  plutonium  and 
uranium  returned  as  refabricated 
proliferation-resistant  fuel. 

C.  Spent  Fuel  Charge  (Fee) 

Six  subaltematives  related  to  fee 
structure  or  fund  management  were 
considered: 

1.  Full-cost  recovery  or  a  subsidized 
fee. 

2.  Fee  collection  with  prepayment  or 
without  prepayment. 

3.  Use-based  or  levelized  fee. 

4.  Equal  or  unequal  charges  for  foreign 
or  domestic  fuel. 

5.  One-time  fee  or  more  than  one-time 
fee. 

6.  Accrual  and  disbursement  of  funds 
through  the  DOE  budget  process, 
through  a  separate  trust  fund,  or  directly 
through  the  U.S.  Treasury. 

II.  Not  Implementing  the  U.S.  Spent  Fuel 
Policy 

Several  subalternatives  were 
considered: 

A.  Domestic 

1.  Private  industry  provides  storage 
capacity  in  decentralized  ISFS  facilities 
sufficient  to  allow  utilities  to  maintain 
capacity  in  the  reactor  discharge  basins 
for  one  annual  reactor  discharge. 

2.  Private  industry  provides  storage 
capacity  in  stand-alone  facilities  at 
reactor  basins  with  sufficient  capacity 
to  allow  utilities  to  maintain  full  core 
reserve  capability  in  the  reactor 
discharge  basins. 


B.  Foreign 

1.  U.S.  Government  takes  no  action 
with  respect  to  the  storage  of  the  foreign 
spent  fuel. 

C.  Spent  Fuel  Charge  (Fee) 

1.  No.  U.S.  Government  storage 
services  are  provided,  and  storage  is 
provided  in  at-reactor  basins. 

Basis  for  Decision:  The  environmental 
impacts  of  all  alternatives  for  domestic 
fuel  storage  are  small  compared  with 
available  resources  or  background 
exposures,  and  the  differences  between 
comparable  alternatives  of 
implementing  or  not  implementing  the 
policy  are  also  small.  Centralized 
government  ISFS’s  may  have  more 
transportation  impact  than  private  at- 
reactor  basins.  However,  at-reactor 
basins  result  in  greater  radiological 
impact  due  to  the  increased  number  of 
facilities  and  larger  total  workforce. 
Decentralized  ISFS’s  (or  at-reactor 
basins)  would  have  the  same  impacts 
regardless  of  whether  or  not  the 
Government  provides  them;  however, 
institutional  and  regulatory  problems 
are  believed  to  be  greater  for  private 
facilities.  The  spent  Fuel  Policy  provides 
an  option  to  the  utilities  to  help  stabilize 
their  planning  base.  Further  actions 
taken  by  DOE  prior  to  the  approval  of 
authorizing  legislation  will  not  foreclose 
any  reasonable  options  for 
implementing  the  U.S.  Spent  Fuel  Policy 
nor  will  they  have  any  adverse  effects 
on  the  environment. 

DOE/EIS-0015  also  considers  receipt 
of  foreign  spent  fuel  and  states  that  the 
environmental  impacts  from  all 
alternatives  considered,  either  from 
implementing  or  not  implementing  the 
Spent  Fuel  Storage  Policy  in  regard  to 
foreign  fuel,  are  small.  The  differences 
in  environmental  impact  between  the 
cases  are  not  sufficiently  high  to 
influence  significantly  the  decision  on 
acceptance  of  foreign  fuel.  The 
implementation  of  the  Spent  Fuel  Policy 
supports  U.S.  nonproliferation  initiatives 
by  offering  an  alternative  to-nuclear  fuel 
reprocessing  by  foreign  nations. 

The  structure  and  level  of  fee  charged 
for  storage  of  spent  fuel  will  affect  the 
degree  of  participation  in  the  spent  fuel 
storage  program  by  utilities.  However, 
the  range  of  participation  is  within  the 
range  of  alternatives  analyzed  in  the 
draft  EIS’s  on  storage  of  U.S.  and  foreign 
fuels,  for  which  the  environmental 
effects  were  found  to  be  relatively  small. 
A  user-based  full  cost  recovery  fee  has 
slightly  less  environmental  impacts  than 
the  other  alternatives.  The  fee  computed 
on  the  basis  of  full  recovery  of 
Government  costs  should  not 
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significantly  affect  the  cost  of  generating 
nuclear  power. 

Discussion  of  Environmentally 
Preferred  Alternatives:  The 
environmentally  preferable  alternative 
for  the  domestic  portion  of  the  U.S. 

Spent  Fuel  Policy  is  to  implement  the 
policy  by  the  U.S.  Government  accepting 
title  to  some  domestic  spent  fuel  and 
storing  it  away  from  reactors  to  allow 
utilities  to  maintain  full  core  reserve 
capacity  in  the  reactor  discharge  basins. 
DOE  has  not  identified  a  preference 
between  large  centralized  ISFS  facilities 
and  smaller  decentralized  ISFS 
facilities.  This  choice  between  these  two 
will  be  supported  with  the  appropriate 
environmental  documentation. 

The  environmentally  preferable 
alternative  for  the  foreign  portion  of  the 
U.S.  Spent  Fuel  Policy  is  to  implement 
the  policy.  Basically  the  U.S.  offer  to 
store  foreign  spent  fuel  involves  a 
tradeoff  between  potential  gains  for  the 
nonproliferation  policy  and  the 
additional  risks  to  the  environment 
posed  by  the  transportation  and  storage 
of  foreign  fuel  in  the  U.S.  The 
subaltemative  of  providing  U.S.  support 
of  foreign  spent  fuel  storage  abroad 
(such  as  multi-national  storage)  has 
lower  environmental  risks  due  to 
transportation  and  storage  but  provides 
a  lower  level  of  nonproliferation 
benefits  than  full  implementation  of  the 
U.S.  offer  to  provide  storage. 

The  environmentally  preferable 
alternative  is  to  establish  the  fee  on  a 
user-based  full-cost-recovery  basis  with 
spent  fuel  owners  paying  for  those 
services  rendered  by  the  U.S. 
Government.  This  approach  is  the  most 
equitable  fee  structure  for  both  the  spent 
fuel  owners  and  the  U.S.  Government. 

Considerations  in  Implementing  the 
U.S.  Spent  Fuel  Policy:  DOE  plans  to 
prepare  further  environmental  analysis 
and  documentation  to  provide  the  input 
into  the  decision  on  obtaining  capacity 
to  meet  the  demand  for  interim  spent 
fuel  storage.  A  notice  will  be  published 
shortly  in  the  Federal  Register 
announcing  DOE’s  scoping  plans  and 
requesting  public  input  in  scoping  that 
activity. 

Dated  July  11. 1980. 

For  the  United  States  Department  of 
Energy. 

George  W.  Cunningham, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Nuclear  Energy. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21386  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-01-M 


Voluntary  Agreement  and  Plan  of 
Action  To  Implement  the  International 
Energy  Program;  Revised  Meeting 
Notice 

In  accordance  with  section 
252(c)(l)(A)(i)  of  the  Energy  Policy  and 
Conservation  Act  (42  U.S.C.  6272),  this 
revised  notice  is  hereby  provided  that  a 
meeting  of  the  Industry  Advisory  Board 
(LAB)  to  the  International  Energy 
Agency  (IEA)  will  be  held  on  July  22, 
1980,  at  the  headquarters  of  the  IEA,  2 
rue  Andre  Pascal,  Paris,  France, 
beginning  at  10:00  a.m.  The  purpose  of 
this  meeting  is  to  permit  attendance  by 
representatives  of  the  IAB  at  a  meeting 
of  the  IEA  Standing  Group  on 
Emergency  Questions  (SEQ)  which  is 
being  held  in  Paris  on  that  date.  The 
original  notice  was  published  on  July  8, 
1980  (45  FR  45942).  This  revised  meeting 
notice  reflects  recent  changes  in  the 
agenda. 

The  agenda  for  the  meeting  is  under 
the  control  of  the  SEQ.  It  is  expected 
that  the  following  preliminary  agenda 
will  be  followed: 

1.  Adoption  of  Draft  Agenda. 

2.  Summary  Record  of  33rd  Meeting. 

3.  Import  Target  Monitoring i  a.  First 
quarter  1980  final  results. 

b.  Second  quarter  1980  preliminary 
results. 

c.  Countries’  policies  to  achieve 
targets. 

4.  Emergency  Reserves:  a.  Emergency 
reserve  commitment  for  naphtha  and 
bunkers  (calculation  procedures). 

b.  Report  of  working  party  on  naphtha 
and  bunkers. 

c.  Proposal  to  include  naphtha  into  the 
Emergency  Reserve  Commitment. 

d.  April  1, 1980  IEA  Countries’ 
emergency  reserves. 

e.  IAB  comments  on  emergency 
stockholding. 

5.  Demand  Restraint:  a.  Review  of 
Japan. 

b.  Three  week  lead  time  to  reduce 
demand  after  the  trigger. 

6.  Sharing  System:  a.  Forward 
corrections  vs.  historical  adjustments  in 
IEA  emergency  oil  redistribution. 

b.  Simplified  oil  sharing  system. 

•  Draft  of  Governing  Board  paper. 

•  IAB  position. 

7.  Assessment  of  the  Supply/Demand/ 
Stock  Situation:  a.  May,  June.  July 
Questionnaire  A  and  B  analysis. 

b.  Recent  market  developments. 

c.  Quarterly  Oil  Forecast. 

d.  Change  of  import  shares. 

8.  Data  System:  a.  Early  results  of  new 
reporting — new  stock  details,  stocks-at- 
sea,  consumer  stocks. 

b.  Synthetic  oil  reporting. 

c.  Accuracy  of  Questionnaire  B 
reporting. 


d.  Progress  report  on  the  work  of  the 
SEQ  ad  hoc  group  on  the  Emergency 
Data  System. 

e.  Base  Period  Final  Consumption 
(BPFC)  (Second  Quarter  1979 — First 
Quarter  1980). 

9.  AST-3  Preparation:  a.  Progress 
report  of  the  Design  Group  (3rd 
meeting). 

b.  Preliminary  AST-3  Test  Guide. 

c.  Summary  of  countries,  preparations 
and  National  Emergency  Sharing 
Organizations  (NESOs). 

d.  Test  briefing  of  NESOs  and 
reporting  companies. 

e.  Meetings  of  the  SEQ  Emergency 
Group  during  AST-3. 

f.  Status  of  clearances. 

10.  Legal  Basis:  a.  Summary  of 
emergency  legislation  in  participating 
countries. 

b.  U.S.  Government  “Plan  of  Action”. 

11.  Dispute  Settlement  Center:  a. 
Progress  report  on  Governing  Board 
actions. 

b.  Procedures  for  arbitration. 

12.  Computerization  of  the  IEA 
Emergency  System:  a.  Status  report  on 
development  of  an  interactive  system. 

b.  Further  development  plans. 

13.  Other  business. 

14.  Future  meeting  dates. 

As  permitted  by  10  CFR  209.32,  the 
usual  7-day  notice  period  has  been 
shortened  because  the  agenda  only 
recently  has  been  determined. 

As  provided  in  section  252(c)(3)  of  the 
Energy  Policy  and  Conservation  Act, 
this  meeting  will  not  be  open  to  the 
public. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  July  14, 1980. 
Craig  S.  Bamberger, 

Assistant  General  Counsel,  International 
Trade  and  Emergency  Preparedness. 

(FR  Doc.  80-21388  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-01-M 


Economic  Regulatory  Administration 

City  Service,  Inc.;  Action  Taken  on 
Consent  Order 

agency:  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration,  Department  of  Energy. 
action:  Notice  of  action  taken  and 
opportunity  for  comment  on  consent 
order. 

summary:  The  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration  (ERA)  of  the  Department 
of  Energy  (DOE)  announces  action  taken 
to  execute  a  Consent  Order  and 
provides  an  opportunity  for  public 
comment  on  the  Consent  Order  and  on 
potential  claims  against  the  refunds 
deposited  in  an  escrow  account 
established  pursuant  to  the  Consent 
Order. 
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DATES:  Effective  date:  July  9, 1980. 
Comments  by:  August  18, 1980. 

ADDRESS:  Send  comments  to:  Kenneth  E. 
Merica,  District  Manager  of 
Enforcement,  P.O.  Box  26247,  Belmar 
Branch,  Lakewood,  Colorado,  80226. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Kenneth  E.  Mercia,  District  Manager  of 
Enforcement,  P.O.  Box  26247,  Belmar 
Branch,  Lakewood,  Colorado,  80226. 
Telephone:  (303)  234-3195. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On  July 
9, 1980,  the  Office  of  Enforcement  of  the 
ERA  executed  a  Consent  Order  with 
City  Service,  Inc.  (CSI)  of  Kalispell, 
Montana.  Under  10  CFR  205.199j(b),  a 
Consent  Order  which  involves  a  sum  of 
less  than  $500,000  in  the  aggregate, 
excluding  penalties  and  interest, 
becomes  effective  upon  its  execution. 

I.  The  Consent  Order 

CSI,  with  its  home  office  located  in 
Kalispell,  Montana,  is  a  firm  engaged  in 
the  business  of  purchasing  covered 
products  and  reselling  them  to 
wholesale  purchasers  and  ultimate 
consumers,  without  substantially 
changing  their  form,  and  is  subject  to  the 
Mandatory  Petroleum  Price  and 
Allocation  Regulations  at  10  CFR,  Parts 
210,  211  and  212.  To  resolve  certain  civil 
actions  which  could  be  brought  by  the 
Office  of  Enforcement  of  the  Economic 
Regulatory  Administration  as  a  result  of 
its  audit  of  CSI,  the  Office  of 
Enforcement,  ERA,  and  CSI  entered  into 
a  Consent  Order,  the  significant  terms  of 
which  are  as  follows: 

1.  Total  overcharge  during  the  audit 
period  (October  1, 1979-December  31, 
1979)  on  all  covered  gasoline  products 
was:  $6,542.82. 

a.  Wholesale  Reseller  Overcharge: 
$4,650.65. 

b.  Retail  End-User  Overcharge: 
$1,892.17. 

2.  CSI  violated  the  gasoline  price 
regulations  contained  in  10  CFR 
212.93(a)(1)  of  the  Mandatory  Petroleum 
Price  Regulations  by  exceeding  its 
“Maximum  legal  selling  price’’  for  the 
covered  gasoline  products  sold  to  CSI’s 
wholesale  and  retail  customers. 

3.  CSI  has  agreed  to  refund  the  total 
overcharge  on  or  before  September  30, 
1980. 

4.  CSI  has  agreed  to  pay  a  civil 
penalty  of  $1,000.00. 

5.  The  provisions  of  10  CFR  205.199J 
are  applicable  to  the  Consent  Order. 

II.  Disposition  of  Refunded  Overcharges 

In  this  Consent  Order,  CSI  agrees  to 
refund,  in  full  settlement  of  any  civil 
liability  with  respect  to  actions  which 
might  be  brought  by  the  Office  of 
Enforcement,  ERA,  arising  out  of  the 


transactions  specified  in  I.l.a.  above,  the 
sum  of  $4,650.65  plus  interest  on  or 
before  September  30, 1980.  Refund  of 
those  overcharges  will  be  in  the  form  of 
certified  check(s)  made  payable  to  the 
United  States  Department  of  Energy  and 
will  be  delivered  to  the  Assistant 
Administrator  for  Enforcement,  ERA. 
These  funds  will  remain  in  a  suitable 
account  pending  the  determination  of 
their  proper  disposition. 

The  DOE  intends  to  distribute  the 
refund  amounts  in  a  just  and  equitable 
manner  in  accordance  with  applicable 
laws  and  regulations.  Accordingly, 
distribution  of  such  refunded 
overcharges  requires  that  only  those 
"persons”  (as  defined  at  10  CFR  205.2) 
who  actually  suffered  a  loss  as  a  result 
of  the  transactions  described  in  the 
Consent  Order  receive  appropriate 
refunds.  Because  of  the  petroleum 
industry’s  complex  marketing  system  it 
is  likely  that  overcharges  have  been 
passed  through  as  higher  prices  to 
subsequent  purchasers.  In  fact,  the 
adverse  effects  of  the  overcharges  may 
have  become  so  diffused  that  it  is  a 
practical  impossibility  to  identify 
specific,  adversely  affected  persons,  in 
which  case  disposition  of  the  refunds 
will  be  made  in  the  general  public 
interest  by  an  appropriate  meaas  such 
as  payment  to  the  Treasury  of  the 
United  States  pursuant  to  10  CFR 
205.1991(a). 

Furthermore,  CSI  agrees  to  refund,  in 
full  settlement  of  any  civil  liability  with 
respect  to  actions  which  might  be 
brought  by  the  Office  of  Enforcement, 
ERA,  arising  out  of  transactions 
specified  in  Ll.b.  above,  the  sum  of 
$1,892.17,  plus  interest,  on  or  before 
September  30, 1980.  Refund  of  those 
overcharges  shall  be  in  the  form  of 
payment  by  credit  memo  against  future 
purchases  of  each  identified  retail 
consumer  overcharged. 

III.  Submission  of  Written  Comments 

A.  Potential  Claimants:  Interested 
persons  who  believe  that  they  have  a 
claim  to  all  or  a  portion  of  the  refund 
amount  specified  in  I.l.a.  above,  should 
provide  written  notification  of  the  claim 
to  the  ERA  at  this  time.  Proof  of  claims 
is  not  now  being  required.  Written 
notification  to  the  ERA  at  this  time  is 
requested  primarily  for  the  purpose  of 
identifying  valid  potential  claims  to  the 
refund  amount.  After  potential  claims 
are  identified,  procedures  for  the  making 
of  proof  of  claims  may  be  established. 
Failure  by  a  person  to  provide  written 
notification  of  a  potential  claim  within 
the  comment  period  for  this  Notice  may 
result  in  the  DOE  irrevocably  disbursing 
the  funds  to  other  claimants  or  to  the 
general  public  interest. 


B.  Other  Comments:  The  ERA  invites 
interested  persons  to  comment  on  the 
terms,  conditions,  or  procedural  aspects 
of  this  Consent  Order. 

You  should  send  your  comments  or 
written  notification  of  a  claim  to 
Kenneth  E.  Merica,  District  Manager  of 
Enforcement,  P.O.  Box  26247,  Belmar 
Branch,  Lakewood,  Colorado,  80226.  You 
may  obtain  a  free  copy  of  this  Consent 
Order  by  writing  to  the  same  address  or 
by  calling  (303)  234-3195. 

You  should  identify  your  comments  or 
written  notification  of  a  claim  on  the 
outside  of  your  envelope  and  on  the 
documents  you  submit  with  the 
designation,  “Comments  on  City  Serive, 
Inc.  Consent  Order.”  We  will  consider 
all  comments  we  receive  by  4:30  p.m., 
local  time,  on  August  18, 1980.  You 
should  identify  any  information  or  data 
which,  in  your  opinion,  is  confidential 
and  submit  it  in  accordance  with  the 
procedures  in  10  C.F.R.  205.9(f). 

Issued  in  Lakewood,  Colorado  on  the  9th 
day  of  July  1980. 

Kenneth  E.  Merica, 

District  Manager  of  Enforcement,  Rocky 
Mount  District. 

Charles  F.  Dewey, 

Regional  Counsel. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21384  Filed  7-18-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-01-41 


[ERA  Case  No.  55288-9176-01-81  and 
55288-9176-02-81] 

J.  P.  Stevens  and  Co.,  Inc.;  Issuance  of 
Proposed  Prohibition  Order  Pursuant 
to  Sections  302  and  701  of  the 
Powerplant  and  Industrial  Fuel  Use  Act 
of  1978 

The  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration  (ERA)  of  the  Department 
of  Energy  hereby  gives  notice  pursuant 
to  Section  701(b)  of  the  Powerplant  and 
Industrial  Fuel  Use  Act  of  1978  (FUA),  or 
the  Act  42  U.S.C.  8301  et  seq.,  of  the 
issuance  of  the  following  proposed 
prohibition  orders  which  would  prohibit 
the  burning  of  natural  gas  or  petroleum 
as  the  primary  energy  source  in  the 
Major  Fuel-Burning  Installations  (MFBI) 
named  below. 

Proposed  Prohibition  Order 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  granted  by 
Section  302(a)  of  FUA,  ERA  issues  these 
proposed  prohibition  orders  to  the 
following  installations  owned  by  J.  P. 
Stevens  and  Co.,  Inc.  (Stevens). 
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ERA  No.  Industrial  Boiler  No.  Location 
facility 

55288-9176-  Delta  1  Wallace. 

01-81.  Finishing  South 

Plant.  Carolina 

55288-9176-  Delta  2  Wallace. 

02-81.  Finishing  South 

Plant.  Carolina. 


Statement  of  Basis  and  Rationale  for 
Proposed  Prohibition  Order 

ERA  has  issued  regulations  applicable 
to  existing  facilities  10  CFR  Part  506 
(Regulations),  to  implement  the 
prohibitions  contained  in  Section  302(a) 
of  Title  III  of  FUA.  Section  506.2  of  the 
Regulations  sets  forth  the  basis  upon 
which  ERA  will  propose  to  prohibit  by 
order  the  use  of  natural  gas  or  petroleum 
as  a  primary  energy  source  in  an  MFBI 
where  ERA  finds  that  the  installation 
has  or  previously  had  the  technical 
capability  to  use  an  alternate  fuel  as  a 
primary  energy  source. 

Stevens  operates  four  MFBI’s 
consisting  of  boilers  at  the  Delta 
Finishing  Plant  in  Wallace,  South 
Carolina.  Units  No.  1  and  No.  2  each 
possess  a  design  capability  of 
consuming  coal,  oil,  or  gas  at  a  fuel  heat 
input  rate  of  98.3  million  Btu’s  per  hour. 
Boilers  No.  5  and  No.  6  each  possess  a 
design  capability  of  consuming  oil  or  gas 
at  a  fuel  heat  input  rate  of  180  million 
Btu’s  per  hour.  In  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  Section  500.2(d)(3),  units 
No.  1  and  No.  2  are  subject  to  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Act  because  the 
aggregate  fuel  heat  input  rate  of  all  four 
MFBl’s,  which  are  in  combination,  at  the 
Wallace  facility  exceed  250  million  Btu’s 
per  hour. 

Stevens  has  reported  to  ERA  that  it 
estimates  the  potential  gas  savings  in 
converting  the  two  units  at  the  Delta 
Finishing  Plant  to  an  alternate  fuel  (coal) 
is  approximately  247,256  MFC  per  year, 
assuming  a  utilization  factor  of  65 
percent. 

Finding  of  Technical  Capability 

In  accordance  with  Section  302(a)  of 
Title  III  of  FUA,  this  proposed  order  is 
based  on  a  finding  by  ERA  that  Stevens’ 
Delta  Finishing  Plant  Boilers  No.  1  and 
No.  2  have  or  previously  had  the 
technical  capability  to  use  an  alternate 
fuel  (coal)  as  a  primary  energy  source. 
This  finding  is  based  upon  a  review  of 
information  provided  by  J.  P.  Stevens  at 
a  meeting  held  in  ERA’S  Washington 
Office  on  May  27, 1980,  in  which 
Stevens  stated  that  Delta  Finishing  Plant 
Boilers  No.  1  and  No.  2  burned  coal  in 
April,  1980.  The  technical  capability 
finding  is  made  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  Section  506.2(d)  of  the 


Regulations,  taking  into  consideration 
the  ability  of  the  unit,  from  the  point  of 
fuel  intake,  to  physically  sustain 
combustion  of  coal  and  maintain  heat 
transfer.  This  finding  also  recognizes,  in 
accordance  with  Section  506.2(d),  that 
Delta  Finishing  Plant  Boilers  No.  1  and 
No.  2  are  capable  of  burning  coal, 
notwithstanding  the  fact  that  minor 
adjustments  to  the  equipment  may  be 
required  beforehand  or  that  air  pollution 
control  equipment  may  be  required  to 
meet  air  quality  requirements. 

Other  Required  Findings 

Section  302(a)  of  FUA  states  that  prior 
to  the  issuance  of  a  final  prohibition 
order  ERA  must  also  find  that  (1)  the 
unit  has  the  techr  ical  capability  to  use 
coal  or  another  a-  ernate  fuel  as  a 
primary  energy  source,  or  it  could  have 
such  capability  without  (A)  substantial 
physical  modification  of  the  unit;  or  (B) 
substantial  reduction  in  the  rated 
capacity  of  the  unit;  and  (2)  it  is 
financially  feasible  for  the  facility  to  use 
coal  or  another  alternate  fuel  as  a 
primary  energy  source  in  the  unit. 

Proposed  Prohibition  Under  Title  III  of 
FUA 

Subject  to  the  other  required  findings 
that  ERA  must  make,  ERA  hereby 
proposes  to  prohibit  Steven’s  Delta 
Finishing  Plant  Boilers  No.  1  and  No.  2 
from  burning  petroleum  or  natural  gas 
as  their  primary  energy  source. 

Description  of  Prohibition  Order 
Proceedings 

Pursuant  to  Section  302(a)  of  FUA, 
ERA  has  promulgated  Regulations 
applicable  to  the  issuance  of  prohibition 
orders  to  existing  industrial  facilities,  a 
summary  of  which  follows: 

(1)  ERA  has  performed  its  initial 
information  gathering  with  respect  to  the 
question  of  technical  capability  to  bum 
alternate  fuels  (coal)  and  has  informed 
Stevens  concerning  the  issuance  of  a 
proposed  prohibition  order. 

(2)  ERA  has  made  a  finding  that  the 
Delta  Finishing  Plant  Boilers  No.  1  and 
No.  2  have  or  previously  had  the 
technical  capability  to  use  coal  as  their 
primary  energy  source.  ERA  is 
publishing  this  finding  and  the  proposed 
prohibition  orders  in  the  Federal 
Register  as  required  by  Section  701(b)  of 
FUA.  In  accordance  with  Section  302(a) 
of  FUA,  a  proposed  prohibition  order  is 
not  required  to  contain,  at  this  point  in 
the  proceeding,  the  other  pertinent 
findings  that  ERA  must  make  before  a 
final  prohibition  order  can  be  issued. 
They  are  that  (1)  the  unit  has  the 
technical  capability  to  use  coal  or 
another  alternate  fuel  as  a  primary 
energy  source,  or  could  have  such 


capability  without  (A)  substantial 
physical  modification  of  the  unit;  or  (B) 
substantial  reduction  in  the  rated 
capacity  of  the  unit;  and  (2)  it  is 
financially  feasible  for  the  facility  to  use 
coal  or  another  alternate  fuel  as  a 
primary  energy  source  in  the  unit.  (3)  In 
accordance  with  Section  501.52(b)(3)  of 
the  Regulations,  a  public  comment 
period  of  at  least  three  months  is  to 
commence  after  publication  of  the 
proposed  prohibition  order,  during 
which  period  Stevens  will  be  given  an 
opportunity  to  challenge  ERA’S  initial 
finding  of  technical  capability  contained 
in  these  proposed  prohibition  orders. 
During  this  same  three  month  period, 
Stevens  also  will  be  required,  under 
Section  501.52(b)(3)  to  identify  but  not  to 
demonstrate  its  entitlement  to,  any 
exemptions  for  which  the  Delta 
Finishing  Plant  Boilers  No.  1  and  No.  2 
may  qualify. 

(4)  Subsequent  to  the  end  of  the  initial 
three  month  comment  period,  ERA  will 
issued  a  Notice  of  whether  it  intends  to 
proceed  with  the  prohibition  order 
process.  Within  three  months  of  the 
issuance  of  the  Notice  of  Intention  to 
Proceed  with  the  Prohibition  Order,  the 
owner  or  operator  of  the  installation 
subject  to  the  proposed  prohibition 
order  may  demonstrate  prior  to  issuance 
of  a  final  order  that  the  installation 
would  qualify  for  an  exemption  if  the 
prohibition  had  been  established  by 
rule. 

(5)  Subsequent  to  the  end  of  the 
second  three  month  period,  ERA  will,  if 
it  intends  to  issue  final  prohibition 
orders,  prepare  and  publish  a  Notice  of 
Availability  of  a  Tentative  Staff 
Decision. 

(6)  Under  the  provisions  of  Section 
701(d)  of  FUA,  any  interested  person 
may  request  a  public  hearing  on  a 
proposed  prohibition  order.  Any  such 
request  must  be  made  within  45  days 
after  publication  of  the  Notice  of 
Availability  of  the  Tentative  Staff 
Decision.  If  a  hearing  is  held,  ERA  shall 
provide  interested  persons  an 
opportunity  to  present  oral  data,  views 
and  arguments  in  accordance  with 
Subpart  C  of  10  CFR  Part  501. 

(7)  At  the  hearing,  if  any,  interested 
persons  will  have  the  opportunity  to 
question  the  parties  about  ERA’S 
proposed  order  and  Tentative  Staff 
Decision,  about  the  order  recipients 
showing  on  exemptions  and  rebuttal  of 
ERA’S  proposed  order,  and  about  ERA’S 
rebuttal  to  any  showing  of  potential 
qualification  for  an  exemption. 

(8)  After  the  hearing,  if  any,  and/or  at 
the  end  of  the  second  three  month 
comment  period,  ERA  shall  determine 
whether  final  prohibition  orders  will  be 
issued  based  upon  its  review  of  the 
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entire  administrative  record.  Copies  of 
the  final  prohibition  orders,  if  issued, 
together  with  a  summary  of  the  basis 
therefore,  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register.  A  final  order  shall  not 
take  effect  earlier  than  sixty  days  after 
publication. 

Comment  and  Public  Hearing 
Procedures 

ERA  hereby  also  gives  notice  of  the 
opportunity  for  interested  persons  to 
submit  written  comments,  views  and 
arguments  regarding  these  proposed 
prohibition  orders.  Comments  need  not 
be  limited  to  ERA’S  technical  capability 
finding,  but  may  include  a  discussion  of 
all  three  statutory  findings  or  any  other 
pertinent  facts.  'Hie  initial  comment 
period  shall  remain  open  for  a  period  of 
three  months  after  publication  of  this 
proposed  order  in  the  Federal  Register, 
unless  reduced  at  the  request  of  the 
recipient  of  the  proposed  prohibition 
order  pursuant  to  §  501.52(b)(8).  Notice 
of  any  such  change  during  this  time  for 
public  comment  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register.  Comments  should 
make  reference  to  the  docket  number  set 
forth  in  this  notice  and  proposed  order. 
Comments  should  address  the  adequacy 
and  validity  of  the  findings  and  any 
other  aspects  or  impacts  of  the  proposed 
prohibition  order  believed  to  be 
relevant.  Written  commens  on  the 
proposed  prohibition  order  should  be 
directed  to  Public  Hearing  Management 
(Case  No.  55288-9176-01-02-81),  U.S. 
Department  of  Energy,  Box  4629,  Room, 
3214,  2000  M  Street,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20461,  and  should  be  received 
before  4:30  p.m.  on  (3  months  from  the 
publication  of  these  proposed 
prohibition  orders). 

In  accordance  with  10  CFR  501.33,  any 
interested  person  may  request  a  public 
hearing  on  the  proposed  orders.  The 
request  must  include  a  decription  of  the 
person's  interest  in  the  proposed 
prohibition  orders,  an  outline  of  the 
anticipated  content  of  the  presentation 
to  be  made  at  the  public  hearing,  and  an 
address  and  telephone  number  where 
the  person  requesting  the  public  hearing 
may  be  reached.  The  request  also 
should,  to  the  extent  possible,  identify 
any  witnesses  that  may  be  presented  at 
the  hearing  and  summarize  their 
anticipated  testimony  and  the  purpose 
of  the  testimony. 

Comments  and  other  documents 
submitted  to  DOE  Public  Hearing 
Management  should  be  identified  on  the 
outside  of  the  envelope  in  which  they 
are  transmitted  and  on  the  document 
itself  with  the  destination  “Proposed 
Prohibition  Orders  for  Delta  Finishing 
Plant  Boilers  No.  1  and  No.  2”.  Fifteen 
copies  should  be  submitted. 


All  written  comments,  all  oral 
presentations,  and  all  other  relevant 
information  submitted  to  or  available  to 
ERA  will  be  considered  by  ERA.  Any 
information  or  data  considered  to  be 
confidential  by  the  person  furnishing  it 
must  be  so  identified  in  writing  in 
accordance  with  10  CFR  501.7(f).  ERA 
reserves  the  right  to  determine  the 
confidential  status  of  the  information  or 
data  and  to  treat  it  in  accordance  with 
that  determination. 

For  further  information  contact: 

William  L.  Webb  (Office  of  Public 
Information),  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration,  Department  of 
Energy,  2000  M  Street,  N.W.,  Room  B- 
110,  Washington,  D.C.  20461  (202)  653- 
4055. 

R.  James  Caverly  or  Constance  Buckley 
(Fuels  Conversion-Program  Office), 
Economic  Regulatory  Administration, 
Department  of  Energy,  2000  M  Street, 
N.W.,  Room  2304D,  Washington,  D.C. 
20461,  (202)  653^3679  and  (202)  653- 
3805. 

Douglas  F.  Mitchell  (Office  of  General 
Counsel),  Department  of  Energy,  1000 
Independence  Avenue,  N.W.,  Room 
6G-087,  Washington,  D.C.  20585,  (202) 
252-2967. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  July  11, 1980. 
Robert  L.  Davies, 

Assistant  Administrator,  Office  of  Fuels 
Conversion,  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21385  Filed  7-18-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6450-01-M 

J.  M.  Reeves  d.b.a.  Reeves  Chevron; 
Proposed  Remedial  Order 

Pursuant  to  10  CFR  205.192(c),  the 
Economic  Regulatory  Administration 
(ERA)  of  the  Department  of  Energy 
(DOE)  hereby  gives  notice  of  a  Proposed 
Remedial  Order  which  was  issued  to 
Reeves  Chevron,  Decatur,  Georgia  on 
May  7, 1980. 

Tliis  Proposed  Remedial  Order 
charges  Reeves  Chevron  with  selling 
gasoline  in  excess  of  the  Maximum 
Lawful  Selling  Price  in  violation  of  10 
CFR  212.93.  It  was  determined  that 
Reeves  Chevron  violated  the  Federal 
Energy  Pricing  Guidelines  by  selling 
above  the  maximum  lawful  selling  price 
in  the  amounts  of  12.8$  per  gallon  for 
Regular  Leaded,  12.6$  for  Regular 
Unleaded  and  12.6$  for  Premium 
Leaded. 

Pursuant  to  10  CFR  205.192,  Reeves 
Chevron  is  required  by  the  Proposed 
Remedial  Order  to  reduce  its  prices  at 
the  pump  to  the  maximum  lawfull  selling 
price  for  each  grade  to  be  in  compliance 
with  the  Federal  Energy  pricing 
regulations. 


A  copy  of  the  Proposed  Remedial 
Order,  with  confidential  information 
deleted,  may  be  obtained  from  James  C. 
Easterday,  District  Manager  of 
Enforcement,  Southeast  District,  Office 
of  Enforcement,  1655  Peachtree  Street, 
N.E.,  Atlanta,  Georgia  30367,  Telephone 
number  (404)  881-2396.  On  or  before 
August  1, 1980,  any  aggrieved  person 
may  file  a  Notice  of  Objection  with  the 
Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals,  2000  M 
Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20461,  in 
accordance  with  10  CFR  205.193. 

Issued  in  Atlanta,  Georgia,  on  the  24th  day 
of  June  1980. 

James  C.  Easterday, 

District  Manager. 

Concurrence: 

Leonard  F.  Bittner, 

Chief  Enforcement  Counsel. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21383  Piled  7-16-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6450-01-M 

J.  Rodriguez  d.b.a.  Rodriguez, 
Standard;  Proposed  Remedial  Order 

Pursuant  to  10  CFR  205.192(c),  the 
Economic  Regulatory  Administration 
(ERA)  of  the  Department  of  Energy 
(DOE)  hereby  gives  notice  of  a  Proposed 
Remedial  Order  which  was  issued  to 
Rodriguez  Standard,  Tucker,  Georgia  on 
May  8, 1980. 

This  Proposed  Remedial  Order . 
charges  Rodriguez  Standard  with  selling 
gasoline  in  excess  of  the  Maximum 
Lawful  Selling  Price  in  violation  of  10 
CFR  212.93.  It  was  determined  that 
Rodriguez  Standard  violated  the  Federal 
Energy  Pricing  Guidelines  by  selling 
above  the  maximum  lawful  selling  price 
in  the  amounts  of  2.5$  per  gallon  for 
Regular  Leaded,  3.4$  for  Regular 
Unleaded  and  2.3$  for  Premium  Leaded. 

Pursuant  to  10  CFR  205.192,  Rodriguez 
Standard  is  required  by  the  Proposed 
Remedial  Order  to  reduce  its  prices  at 
the  pump  to  the  maximum  lawful  selling 
price  for  each  grade  to  be  in  compliance 
with  the  Federal  Energy  pricing 
regulations. 

A  copy  of  the  Proposed  Remedial 
Order,  with  confidential  information 
deleted,  may  be  obtained  from  James  C. 
Easterday,  District  Manager  of 
Enforcement,  Southeast  District,  Office 
of  Enforcement,  1655  Peachtree  Street, 
N.E.,  Atlanta,  Georgia  30367,  Telephone 
number  (404)  881-2396.  On  or  before 
August  1, 1980,  any  aggrieved  person 
may  file  a  Notice  of  Objection  with  the 
Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals,  2000  M 
Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20461,  in 
accordance  with  10  CFR  205.193. 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  45,  No.  139  /  Thursday,  July  17,  1980  /  Notices 


i 


Issued  in  Atlanta,  Georgia,  on  the  24th  day 
of  June  1980. 

James  C.  Easterday, 

District  Manager. 

‘  Concurrence: 

Leonard  F.  Bittner, 

Chief  Enforcement  Counsel 

(FR  Doc.  80-21382  Filed  7-16-80: 8.-45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  S450-01-M 


Compliance  with  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  Extension  of 
Comment  Period  for  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  for 
the  Solvent  Refined  Coal-ll 
Demonstration  Project 

AGENCY:  Department  of  Energy. 

ACTION:  Extension  of  comment  period  on 
Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement 
for  the  Solvent  Refined  Coal-II 
Demonstration  Project,  Fort  Martin, 
Monongalia  County,  West  Virginia. 

The  Department  of  Energy  (DOE)  has 
issued  a  draft  Environmental  Impact 
Statement,  DOE/EIS-0069-D,  Solvent 
Refined  Coal-II  Demonstration  Project 
for  public  review  and  comment  with  a 
45-day  comment  period  to  end  on  july 
14, 1980,  (Federal  Register,  June  2, 1980, 
45  FR  37277);  subsequently  extended  to 
July  21, 1980  (Federal  Register,  June  13, 
1980, 45  FR  40217).  In  response  to  a 
request  for  additional  time  for  review, 
DOE  has  extended  the  comment  period 
until  July  30. 1980. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  15th  day  of 
July  1980,  for  the  United  States  Department  of 
Energy. 

Lynda  L  Brothers, 

Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for  Environment. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21742  Filed  7-16-80: 12m  pm] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-01-M 


Olympic  Gas  &  Oil  Co.;  Action  Taken 
on  Consent  Order 

AGENCY:  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration,  Department  of  Energy. 
ACTION:  Notice  of  action  taken  and 
opportunity  for  comment  on  Consent 
Order. 

SUMMARY:  The  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration  (ERA)  of  the  Department 
of  Energy  (DOE)  announces  action  taken 
to  execute  a  Consent  Order  and 
provides  an  opportunity  for  public 
comment  on  the  Consent  Order. 

DATES:  Effective  date:  April  17, 1980. 

Comments  by:  August  18, 1980. 
ADDRESS:  Send  comments  to  William  D. 
Miller,  Central  District  Manager  of 
Enforcement,  Department  of  Energy,  324 
East  11th  Street;  Kansas  City,  Missouri 
64106. 


FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Jeannine  C.  Fox,  Chief,  Refinetf  Products 
Programs  Management  Branch,  324  East 
11th  Street,  Kansas  City,  Missouri  64106. 
(phone)  816-374-5932. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On  April 
17, 1980,  the  Office  of  Enforcement  of 
the  ERA  executed  a  Consent  Order  with 
Olympic  Gas  And  Oil  Company,  Granite 
City,  Illinois.  Under  10  CFR 
§  205.199j(b),  a  Consent  Order  which 
involves  a  sum  of  less  than  $500,000  in 
the  aggregate,  excluding  penalties  and 
interest,  becomes  effective  upon  its 
execution. 

I.  The  Consent  Order 

Olympic  Gas  And  Oil  Company,  with 
its  home  office  located  in  Granite  City, 
Illinois,  is  a  firm  engaged  in  the 
marketing  of  Motor  Gasoline  to  resellers 
and  end-users,  and  is  subject  to  the 
Mandatory  Petroleum  Price  and 
Allocation  Regulations  at  10  CFR,  Parts 
210,  211,  212.  To  resolve  certain  civil 
actions  which  could  be  brought  by  the 
Office  of  Enforcement  of  the  Economic 
Regulatory  Administration  as  a  result  of 
its  audit  of  Olympic,  the  Office  of 
Enforcement,  ERA,  and  Olympic  Gas 
And  Oil  Company,  entered  into  a 
Consent  Order. 

The  Consent  Order  encompasses 
Olympic's  sale  of  covered  products 
during  the  period  March,  1979  through 
July,  1979. 

n.  Refund  of  Overcharges 

In  this  Consent  Order,  Olympic  Gas 
And  Oil  Company  agrees  to  rollback,  in 
full  settlement  of  any  civil  liability  with 
respect  to  actions  which  might  be 
brought  by  the  Office  of  Enforcement, 
ERA,  arising  out  of  the  transactions 
specified  in  Part  I  above,  the  sum  of 
$12,055.99  plus  interest  on  or  before 
April  1, 1981. 

III.  Submission  of  Written  Comments 

The  ERA  invites  interested  persons  to 
comment  on  the  terms,  conditions  or 
procedural  aspects  of  this  Consent 
Order. 

You  should  send  your  comments  to 
William  D.  Miller,  Central  District 
Manager  of  Enforcement.  Department  of 
Energy,  324  East  11th  Street,  Kansas 
City,  Missouri  64106.  You  may  obtain  a 
free  copy  of  this  Consent  Order  by 
writing  to  the  same  address  or  by  calling 
816-374-5932. 

You  should  identify  you  comments  on 
the  outside  of  your  envelope  and  on  the 
documents  you  submit  with  the 
designation,  “Comments  on  Olympic 
Consent  Order.”  We  will  consider  all 
comments  we  receive  by  4:30  p.m.,  local 
time,  on  August  18, 1980.  You  should 
identify  any  information  or  data  which, 


in  your  opinion,  is  confidential  and 
submit  it  in  accordance  with  the 
procedures  in  10  CFR  205.9(f). 

Issued  in  Kansas  City,  Missouri  on  the  9th 
day  of  July  1980. 

Dated:  July  9, 1980. 

William  D.  Miller, 

District  Manager  of  Enforcement 
Concurrence: 

David  H.  Jackson, 

Chief  Enforcement  Counsel. 

[FR  Doc.  86-21281  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6456-01-M 


Office  of  Assistant  Secretary  for 
International  Affairs 

Proposed  Subsequent  Arrangements 

Pursuant  to  Section  131  of  the  Atomic 
Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended  (42 
U.S.C.  2160)  notice  is  hereby  given  of 
proposed  "subsequent  arrangements" 
under  the  Agreement  for  Cooperation 
Between  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  of  America  and  the  Government 
of  Japan  Concerning  Civil  Uses  of 
Atomic  Energy,  as  amended,  and  the 
Additional  Agreement  for  Cooperation 
Between  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  of  America  and  the  European 
Atomic  Energy  Community  (EURATOM) 
Concerning  Peaceful  Uses  of  Atomic 
Energy. 

These  subsequent  arrangements 
would  give  approval,  which  must  be 
obtained  under  the  above  mentioned 
agreements,  for  the  following  transfers 
of  special  nuclear  materials  of  United 
States  origin,  or  of  speical  nuclear 
materials  produced  through  the  use  of 
materials  of  United  States  origin,  as 
follows: 

(1)  From  Japan  to  the  United  Kingdom 
(Windscale)  for  the  purpose  of 
reprocessing,  42  fuel  bundles  containing 
8,000  kilograms  of  uranium,  enriched  to 
1.00%  U-235,  and  65  kilograms  of 
plutonium  from  the  Tsurga  Nuclear 
Power  Station,  owned  by  the  Japan 
Electric  Power  Company.  This 
subsequent  arrangement  is  designated 
as  RTD/EU(JA)-31. 

(2)  From  Japan  to  the  United  Kingdom 
(Windscale)  for  the  purpose  of 
reprocessing,  224  fuel  bundles 
containing  41,759  kilograms  of  uranium, 
enriched  to  1.06%  U-235,  and  259 
kilograms  of  plutonium,  from  Fukushima 
Units  1, 2  and  5,  owned  by  the  Tokyo 
Electric  Power  Company,  Incorporated. 
This  subsequent  arrangement  is 
designated  as  RTD/EU(JA)-32. 

(3)  From  Japan  to  France  (COGEMA) 
for  the  purpose  of  reprocessing,  158  fuel 
bundles  containing  68,800  kilograms  of 
uranium,  enriched  to  1.064%  U-235,  and 
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546  kilograms  of  plutonium,  from 
Mihama  Units  2  and  3  and  Takahama 
Unit  2,  owned  by  the  Kansai  Electric 
Power  Company,  Incorporated.  This 
subsequent  arrangement  is  designated 
as  RTD/EU(JA)-33. 

The  Department  of  Energy  has 
received  letters  of  assurance  from  the 
Japanese  Government  that  the 
recovered  uranium  and  plutonium  will 
not  be  transferred  from  the  United 
Kingdom  or  from  France  without  the 
prior  consent  of  the  United  States 
Government. 

In  accordance  with  Section  131  of  the 
Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended, 
it  has  been  determined  that  these 
subsequent  arrangements  will  not  be 
inimical  to  the  common  defense  and 
security.  4 

These  subsequent  arrangements  will 
take  effect  no  sooner  than  fifteen  days 
after  the  date  of  publication  of  this 
notice  and  after  fifteen  days  of 


continuous  session  of  the  Congress, 
beginning  the  day  after  the  date  on 
which  the  reports  required  by  Section 
131  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as 
amended  (42  U.S.C.  2160}  are  submitted 
to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  and  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations  of  the 
Senate.  The  two  time  periods  referred  to 
above  shall  run  concurrently. 

Dated:  July  14. 1980. 

For  the  Department  of  Energy. 

Frederick  McGoldrick, 

Acting  Director  for  Nuclear  A  ffairs, 
International  Nuclear  and  Technical 
Programs. 

(FR  Doc.  80-21438  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6450-01-M 


Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals 

Notice  of  Cases  Filed;  Week  of  June  13 
Through  June  20, 1980 

During  the  week  of  June  13  through 


June  20, 1980,  the  appeals  and 
applications  for  exception  or  other  relief 
listed  in  the  Appendix  to  this  Notice 
were  filed  with  the  Office  of  Hearings 
and  Appeals  of  the  Department  of 
Energy. 

Under  DOE  procedural  regulations,  10 
CFR  Part  205,  any  person  who  will  be 
aggrieved  by  the  DOE  action  sought  in 
these  cases  may  file  written  comments 
on  the  application  within  ten  days  of 
service  of  notice,  as  prescribed  in  the 
procedural  regulations.  For  purposes  of 
the  regulations,  the  date  of  service  of 
notice  is  deemed  to  be  the  date  of 
publication  of  this  Notice  or  the  date  of 
receipt  by  an  aggrieved  person  of  actual 
notice,  whichever  occurs  first.  All  such 
comments  shall  be  filed  with  the  Office 
of  Hearings  and  Appeals,  Department  of 
Energy,  Washington,  D.C.  20461. 

Melvin  Goldstein, 

Director,  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 

July  11. 1980. 


List  of  Cases  Received  by  the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals 

[Week  of  June  13  through  June  20, 1980) 


Date  Name  and  location  of  applicant  Case  No. 


June  13. 1980 . . Atlantic  Richfield  Company,  Los  Angeles,  California  BRD-1 179 

June  13. 1980 . . Diamond  Shamrock  Corporation,  Amarillo,  Texas .  BEN-0774 _ 

June  13. 1980 - Dollar-Wise,  Ltd.,  Afton,  Iowa . BEE-1212  and 

BES-1212. 

June  13, 1980 . . Gasco,  Inc.,  San  Francisco,  California . .  BEX-0072 . 

June  13, 1980 - -  Perfection  Products  Company,  ef  at,  Arlington,  Vir-  BXE-1216  thru 

ginia.  BXE-122S. 


June  18, 1980 - Atlantic  Richfield,  Company,  Los  Angeles.  Calif  or-  BRH-1179 _ 

nia. 

June  18, 1980 - Coastal  Petroleum  Refiners,  Inc.,  Santa  Ana.  Cali-  BEA-0394 . 

forma. 

June  16, 1980 - Commonwealth  Oil  Refining  Company,  Inc.,  San  BEX-0071 . 

Antonio.  Texas. 

June  17, 1980 - Page  Petroleum  Limited  (Lite  Tribe  C-1,  K-1,  G-1),  BEE-1227, 

Calgary,  Alberta.  .  BEE-1228, 

BEE-1229. 

June  17, 1980 -  Pedley,  Jack,  Princeton,  Kentucky. _ - .  BEE-1226 . 

June  17, 1980 - - - — - - Richmond  Texaco,  San  Francisco,  California .  BMR-0049 . 

June  17. 1980 - Texaco.  Inc.  (Coiombam),  Los  Angeles,  California.  ..  BSG-0026 . 

June  17,  I960 - Texaco.  Inc.  (Platform  A),  Los  Angeles,  California...  BEE-1230 . 


Type  of  submission 


Motion  for  Discovery.  If  granted:  Discovery  would  be  granted  to  Atlantic  Richfield  Com¬ 
pany  in  connection  with  its  Statement  of  Objections  submitted  in  response  to  the  Pro¬ 
posed  Remedial  Order  issued  to  the  firm  by  the  Pacific  District  Office  of  Special 
Counsel  (Case  No.  BRO-1179). 

Motion  for  Interim  Order.  If  granted:  Diamond  Shamrock  Corporation  will  be  permitted  to 
treat  gasohol  as  a  separate  category  or  motor  gasoline  for  pricing  purposes  on  an 
interim  basis  pending  a  final  determination  on  its  Application  for  Exception  (Case  No. 
BEE-0774). 

Exception  from  the  Energy  Conservation  Program  for  Consumer  Products.  If  granted: 
Dollar-Wise,  Ltd.  would  not  be  required  to  perform  energy  efficiency  tests  of  its  fur¬ 
nace  as  required  under  10  CFR  430.  Dollar-Wise,  Ltd.  would  receive  a  stay  of  the 
provisions  of  10  CFR  430  pending  a  final  determination  on  its  Application  for  Excep¬ 
tion  (Case  No.  BEE-1212). 

Supplemental  Order.  If  granted:  The  DOE  would  issue  an  order  clarifying  the  terms  set 
forth  in  the  September  3,  1979,  Decision  and  Order  issued  to  Oahu  Service,  Inc. 
(Case  Nos.  DMR-0020  and  DMR-0038). 

Exception  from  the  Energy  Conservation  Program  for  Consumer  Products.  If  granted; 
Perfection  Products  Company,  Preway,  Inc.,  Louisville,  Tin  &  Stove  Company,  Wil¬ 
liams  Furnace  Co.,  Peerless  Manufacturing  Corp.,  United  States  Stove  Co..  Martin  In¬ 
dustries,  Locke  Stove  Company,  Readybuilt  Products  Company,  Suburban  Manufac¬ 
turing  would  not  be  required  to  perform  energy  efficiency  tests  of  their  vented  home 
heating  equipment  as  required  under  10  CFR  430,  the  Energy  Conservation  Program 
for  Consumer  Products. 

Request  for  Evidentiary  Hearing.  If  granted:  An  evidentiary  hearing  would  be  convened 
in  connection  with  the  Objections  submitted  by  Atlantic  Richfield  Company  in  re¬ 
sponse  to  the  Proposed  Remedial  Order  issued  to  the  firm. 

Appeal  of  an  Entitlements  Notice.  It  granted:  The  February  1980  Entitlements  Notice 
would  be  modified  with  respect  to  Coastal  Petroleum  Refiners,  Inc.'s  entitlements 
purchase  obligations. 

Supplemental  Order.  If  granted:  A  decision  and  Order  (Case  No.  DEL-8020)  would  be 
modified  to  adjust  the  price  charged  by  Chevron  on  sales  to  Commonwealth  Oil  Re¬ 
fining  Co.,  Inc. 

Price  Exception.  If  granted:  Page  Petroleum  Limited  would  be  permitted  to  sell  the 
crude  oil  produced  from  the  Ute  Tribe  C-1,  K-1.  G-1  wells,  Altamont  Field,  located  in 
Duchesne  County,  Utah,  at  market  prices. 

Allocation  Exception  and  Price  Exception.  If  granted:  Jack  Pedley  would  receive  an  ex¬ 
ception  which  would  require  Chevron  to  continue  bearing  costs  of  maintaining  equip¬ 
ment  used  by  Mr.  Pedley's  customers. 

Request  for  Modification  or  Rescission.  If  granted:  The  DOE'S  February  26, 1980,  Deci¬ 
sion  and  Order  (Case  NO.  DEE-4906)  issued  to  Richmond  Texaco  would  be  rescind¬ 
ed. 

Petition  for  Special  Redress.  If  granted:  The  May  6,  1980,  Decision  and  Order  issued  by 
the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appelas,  Region  IX  (Case  Number  BEA-09-0082)  and  the 
Assignment  Order  issued  by  the  Economic  Regulatory  Administration  (Case  Number 
09-027918)  would  be  rescinded. 

Price  Exception.  If  granted:  Texaco.  Inc.  (Platform  A)  would  be  permitted  to  sell  the 
crude  oil  produced  from  the  Platform  A  well  located  in  Cook  Inlet,  Alaska,  at  market 


June  17,  I960 - Texas  City  Refining  Company,  Texas  City,  Texas .  BEA-0396 .  Appeal  of  the  Entitlements  Notice.  If  granted:  The  March  1980  Entitlements  Notice 

would  be  modified  with  respect  to  Texas  City  Refining  Company’s  Alaskan  North 
Slope  entitlements  purchase  obligations. 
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List  of  Cases  Received  by  the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeal*— Continued 
[Week  of  June  13  through  June  20. 1980] 

Data 

Name  and  location  of  applicant 

Case  No. 

Type  of  submission 

June  17.  i960 _ 

.  Thriftway  Company,  Washington,  D.C . . . 

BES-0078  and 
BST-0078. 

Request  for  Stay  and  Temporary  Stay.  H  granted;  Thriftway  Company  would  receive  a 
stay  and  a  temporary  stay  of  the  provisions  of  10  CFR  211.67  pending  a  final  deter¬ 
mination  on  its  Application  for  Exception  (Case  No.  BEE-1206). 

June  18,  I960 . 

.  Dunigan  Operating  Company,  Pampa.  Texas _ 

BEE-1233 _ 

Price  Exception.  If  granted:  Dunigan  (derating  Company  would  be  permitted  to  tel  the 
crude  oil  produced  from  the  M.  B.  Davis  Lease  located  in  Gray  County,  Texas,  at 
Stripper  Well  prices. 

June  18. 1980 _ _ 

.  Milder  Oil  Company,  Washington,  D.C _ _ 

BST-0007 _ 

Request  for  Temporary  Stay.  If  granted;  Milder  08  Company  would  receive  a  Temporary 
Stay  of  the  December  12, 1977,  Consent  Order  between  Milder  04  Co.  and  the  DOE 
pending  a  determination  on  its  Application  for  Stay  which  the  firm  intends  to  file 

June  18. 1980 . . 

.  Wyoming  Refining  Company.  Washington,  D.C _ 

BED-1064  and 
BEJ-0093. 

Motion  for  Protective  Order  and  Motion  for  Discovery.  H  granted:  Discovery  would  be 
granted  to  Wyoming  Refining  Company  in  connection  with  tie  Application  for  Excep¬ 
tion  submitted  by  Little  America  Refining  Company  (Case  No.  BEE-1064).  Wyoming 
Refining  Company  would  enter  into  a  Protective  Order  with  Little  America  Refining 
Company  regarding  the  release  of  proprietary  information  to  Wyoming  Refining  Com- 
parry  in  connection  with  Little  America  Refining  Ca's  Application  for  Exception  (Case 
No.  BEE-1064). 

June  19. 1980 . . . . 

.  Office  of  Enforcement  (Enserch),  Washington,  D.C.. 

BEF-0006 . 

Implementation  of  Special  Refund  Procedures.  If  granted:  The  Office  of  Hearings  and 
Appeals  would  implement  Special  Refund  Procedures  pursuant  to  10  CFR  205,  in 
connection  with  the  August  9.  1979,  Consent  Order  issued  to  Enserch  Exploration, 
Inc. 

Supplemental  Order.  If  granted:  Sage  Creek  Refining  Company,  Inc.  would  receive  a 
stay  of  a  portion  of  its  entitlements  purchase  obligations,  to  the  extent  specified  in  a 
Proposed  Decision  and  Order  Issued  on  the  firm's  Application  for  Exception  (Case 
No.  BEE-0604). 

June  20, 1980 . . . . 

..  Sage  Creek  Refining  Company.  Inc.,  Cowtey,  Wyo-  BEX-0073. . . 

ming. 

June  20, 1980 . . . . . 

..  Milder  Oil  Company,  Omaha,  Nebraska . . 

BES-0079 _ 

Request  for  Stay.  If  granted:  Milder  04  Company  would  receive  a  stay  of  the  provisions 
'of  10  CFR  205  pending  a  final  determination  on  its  Application  for  Exception  which 
the  firm  intends  to  file. 

List  of  Cases  Involving  the  Standby  Petroleum 
Product  Allocation  Regulations  for  Motor 
Gasoline 

If  Granted:  The  following  firms  would  be 
granted  relief  which  would  increase  their 
base  period  allocation  of  motor  gasoline 

Name  Case  No.  and  date  State 

Miller  Place  Texaco - BEE-1215.  6/18/80..  N.Y. 

John  Johnson . .  BEE-1232,  6/18/80..  Mich. 

Notices  of  Objection  Received 

(Week  of  June  13-20, 1980] 

Date  Name  and  location  of  applicant  Case  No. 

6/13/80  Ray  Peppelman,  Inc.,  Lansdowrte,  DEE-5584 
Pa. 

6/16/80  J  &  B  Automotive,  Patchogue,  NY...  BXE-0828 

6/16/80  Allied  Oil  Company.  Mich _ _ _  DXE-5784 

6/18/80  Busier  Enterprises,  Inc.,  Evansville.  BXE-0907 


(FR  Doc.  80-21387  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am) 

BILLING!  CODE  6450-01-M 

Issuance  of  Decisions  and  Orders: 
Week  Of  May  26  through  May  30, 1980 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  during  the 
week  of  May  26  through  May  30, 1980, 
the  Decisions  and  Orders  summarized 
below  were  issued  with  respect  to 
Appeals  and  Applications  for  Exception 
or  other  relief  filed  with  the  Office  of 
Hearings  and  Appeals  of  the 
Department  of  Energy.  The  following 
summary  also  contains  a  list  of 
submissions  which  were  dismissed  by 
the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals  and 
the  basis  for  the  dismissal. 

APPEALS 

American  Gas  Association,  Arlington. 
Virginia,  BFA-0339,  freedom  of 
information 

The  American  6as  Association  filed  an 


Appeal  from  a  partial  denial  by  the  Assistant 
Administrator  of  the  Energy  Systems  Support 
Division  of  the  DOE  Energy  Information 
Administration  of  a  request  for  information 
which  the  firm  had  submitted  under  the 
Freedom  of  Information  Act.  In  considering 
the  Appeal,  the  DOE  found  that  certain 
aggregate  commercial  information  compiled 
from  Form  EIA-194  was  traceable  to 
individual  firms  and  was  therefore  properly 
withheld  under  Exemption  4. 

General  Energy  Company,  Inc.,  Washington, 
D.C.  BFA-0349,  freedom  of  information 
General  Energy  Company,  Inc.,  filed  an 
Appeal  from  a  denial  by  the  District  Manager 
of  the  Southwest  Enforcement  District  of  a 
request  for  information  that  the  firm  had  t 
submitted  under  the  Freedom  of  Information 
Act.  In  considering  the  Appeal,  the  DOE 
found  that  the  denial's  justifications  for 
withholding  audit  workpapers  pursuant  to 
Exemptions  4,  5,  and  7  were  too  general. 
Therefore,  the  matter  was  remanded  to  the 
District  Manager  for  further  action. 

Hogan  &  Hartson,  Washington,  D.C.,  BFA- 
0341,  freedon  of  information 
Hogan  k  Hartson  filed  an  Appeal  from  a 
partial  denial  by  the  DOE  Acting  Assistant 
General  Counsel  for  Interpretations  and 
Rulings  of  a  request  for  information  which  the 
firm  had  submitted  under  the  Freedom  of 
Information  Act.  The  DOE  determined  that  a 
request  for  legal  guidance  in  interpreting 
certain  reseller  regulations  and  the  response 
that  the  Acting  Assistant  General  Counsel 
had  withheld  pursuant  to  Exemption  5  should 
be  disclosed  because  they  were  “secret  law.” 

Tosco  Corporation,  Los  Angeles,  California, 
BEA-0196,  BEX-0033,  crude  oil 
Tosco  Corporation  (Tosco)  filed  an  Appeal 
from  the  Entitlements  Notice  for  the  month  of 
September  1979.  The  Appeal,  if  granted, 
would  result  in  the  issuance  of  additional 
entitlements  to  Tosco  for  sale  during  May 
1980  to  offset  the  failure  of  Petraco-Valley  Oil 


and  Refining  Company  (Petraco-Valley)  to 
meet  its  November  1979  entitlements 
purchase  obligations.  In  considering  the 
Appeal,  the  DOE  determined  that  since 
Petraco-Valley  has  initiated  actions  to  satisfy 
its  entitlement  obligation,  Tosco  and  other 
entitlement  sellers  affected  by  the  Petraco- 
Valley  default  should  soon  obtain  the 
outstanding  entitlements  revenues  from 
Petraco-Valley.  Tosco's  Appeal  was  therefore 
denied. 

In  addition,  Tosco  filed  a  Motion  for 
Supplemental  Order  to  provide  compensation 
to  Tosco  for  its  loss  since  November  1979  as 
a  result  of  Petraco-Valley's  default  in 
purchasing  entitlements.  In  considering  the 
Motion,  the  DOE  sustained  Tosco's  position 
that  the  agency  possesses  the  authority  to 
compensate  Tosco  by  imposing  interest 
charges  upon  Petraco-Valley.  However,  the 
DOE  declined  to  exercise  that  discretion  until 
the  record  in  this  case  is  further  developed. 
Therefore,  the  Motion  for  Supplemental 
Order  filed  by  Tosco  was  denied. 

Remedial  Orders 

Petroleum  Management,  Inc.,  Corpus  Christi, 
Texas,  DRO-0056,  crude  oil 

On  June  2, 1978,  Petroleum  Management, 
Inc.  (PMI)  objected  to  a  Proposed  Remedial 
Order  which  the  Area  Manager  of  the 
Economic  Regulatory  Administration,  DOE 
Region  VI  issued  to  the  firm  on  May  23, 1978. 
In  the  Proposed  Remedial  Order,  the  Area 
Manager  found  that  during  the  period  from 
January  1972  through  December  1975  PMI 
sold  crude  oil  from  six  of  its  properties  at . 
prices  in  excess  of  ceiling  price  levels 
permitted  by  DOE  Regulations  and  as  a  result 
had  overcharged  its  customers.  In  considering 
the  firm’s  objections,  the  DOE  found  that 
there  was  insufficient  evidence  in  the  record 
to  support  the  allegation  in  the  May  23 
Proposed  Remedial  Order  that  PMI 
overcharged  its  customers  in  sales  of  crude 
oil  produced  from  the  Blundell  lease,  one  of 
the  six  properties.  The  DOE  therefore 
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concluded  that  the  portion  of  the  Proposed 
Remedial  Order  which  reltated  to  the 
Blundell  lease  should  be  rescinded.  The 
important  issues  discussed  in  the  Decision 
and  Order  include  (i)  the  type  of  showing 
which  a  firm  must  make  in  order  to  refute 
information  that  it  has  previously  submitted 
to  agencies  of  State  government  and  (ii)  the 
type  of  showing  which  the  ERA  must  make  in 
order  to  demonstrate  that  a  well  produced 
non-associated  condensate  and  not  crude  oil 
during  an  audit  period. 

Vic  &  Lou’s  Union,  San  Leandro,  California, 
BRO-0015,  motor  gasoline 

On  October  10, 1979,  Vic  &  Lou’s  Union 
objected  to  a  Proposed  Remedial  Order 
which  the  Western  District  Office  of  the 
Economic  Regulatory  Administration  Office 
of  Enforcement  issued  to  the  firm  on 
September  20, 1979.  In  the  Proposed  Remedial 
Order,  the  Western  District  Office  found  that 
Vic  &  Lou’s  Union  had  been  charging  selling 
prices  for  its  motor  gasoline  in  excess  of  the 
maximum  legal  selling  prices,  failed  to 
properly  maintain  required  records,  and 
failed  to  post  its  maximum  legal  sales  prices 
on  its  pumps.  Vic  &  Lou’s  Union  failed  to  file 
a  Statement  of  Objections  as  required  by  the 
DOE  procedural  regulations.  The  DOE 
therefore  concluded  that  the  Proposed 
Remedial  Order  should  be  issued  as  a  final 
Order. 

Requests  for  Exception 
A.E.R.  Corporation,  Tucson,  Arizona,  BEO- 
0473,  motor  gasoline 

A.E.R.  Corporation  filed  an  Application  for 
Exception  from  the  provisions  of  10  C.F.R., 
Part  211  in  which  the  firm  sought  an  increase 
in  its  base  period  allocation  of  motor 
gasoline.  In  considering  the  request,  the  DOE 
found  that  the  firm’s  plans  to  expand  its 
operation  or  its  desire  to  save  time  and 
money  by  purchasing  gasoline  on  the 
wholesale  level  did  not  constitute  a  proper 
basis  for  exception  relief.  Accordingly,  . 
exception  relief  was  denied. 

Anderson  Auto  Service,  Pocatello,  Idaho, 
BEO-0440,  motor  gasoline 

Anderson  Auto  Service  filed  an 
Application  for  Exception  from  the  provisions 
of  10  C.F.R.,  Part  211  in  which  the  firm  sought 
an  increase  in  its  base  period  allocation  of 
motor  gasoline.  In  considering  the  request, 
the  DOE  found  that  the  firm  failed  to 
demonstrate  that  it  was  experiencing  a 
serious  hardship,  gross  inequity  or  unfair 
distribution  of  burdens  as  a  result  of  the  DOE 
regulations.  Accordingly,  exception  relief  was 
denied. 

Cardinal  Petroleum  Company,  Cumberland, 
North  Carolina,  DEE-4117,  motor 
gasoline 

Cardinal  Petroleum  Company  filed  an 
Application  for  Exception  from  the  provisons 
of  10  C.F.R.,  Part  211  in  which  the  firm 
requested  an  assignment  of  a  new,  lower- 
priced  supplier  of  motor  gasoline.  In 
considering  the  request,  the  DOE  found  that 
Cardinal's  cost  of  gasoline  was  only  4.24 
cents  per  gallon  more  than  the  average 
wholesale  prices  paid  by  Cardinal's 
competitors.  The  DOE  held  that  a  price 
disparity  of  four  cents  per  gallon  will 


generally  not  cause  a  firm  to  experience 
significant  difficulties  in  marketing  motor 
gasoline  during  a  period  of  relative  shortage. 
The  firm’s  exception  request  was  accordingly 
denied. 

Cornell’s  Exxon,  Woodsboro,  Maryland, 
DEE-6373,  motor  gasoline 

Cornell’s  Exxon  hied  an  Application  for 
exception  from  the  provisions  of  10  C.F.R., 

Part  211  in  which  the  firm  sought  an  increase 
in  its  base  period  allocation  of  motor 
gasoline.  In  considering  the  request,  the  DOE 
found  that  the  firm  had  not  established  that 
the  residents  of  Woodsboro,  Maryland  were 
suffering  an  unfair  distribution  of  burdens  or 
gross  inequity  as  a  result  of  DOE  regulations. 
Accordingly,  exception  relief  was  denied. 

Croix  Oil  Company,  Stillwater,  Minnesota, 
DEO-0316,  motor  gasoline 

Croix  Oil  Company  filed  an  Application  for 
Exception  from  the  provisions  of  10  C.F.R., 

Part  211  in  which  the  firm  sought  an  increase 
in  its  base  period  allocation  of  motor 
gasoline.  The  DOE  issued  a  Proposed 
Decision  and  Order  tentatively  granting  that 
request  and  an  Interim  Order  which 
immediately  implemented  the  relief  granted 
in  the  Proposed  Decision.  Mobil  Oil 
Corporation,  Croix’  base  period  supplier,  filed 
a  Statement  of  Objections  to  the  Proposed 
Decision.  The  firm  challenged  the  DOE’s 
requirement  that  Mobil  establish  an  interim 
base  period  volume  for  the  Croix  outlet  on 
the  ground  that  such  a  determination  is  the 
responsibility  of  the  DOE.  Mobil  also  claimed 
that  it  should  not  be  deemed  to  have 
knowledge  of  the  nature  of  the  investment 
made  by  Croix  in  the  outlet.  In  considering 
the  Mobil  Objections,  the  DOE  concluded 
that  a  large  oil  company  such  as  Mobil  is 
better  able  to  establish  a  reasonable  base 
period  volume  than  the  Office  of  Hearings 
and  Appeals  pending  a  final  determination 
on  the  matter  by  the  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration.  The  DOE  further  concluded 
that  Mobil  should  be  required  to  provide  only 
the  information  concerning  the  outlet  that  is 
within  Mobil’s  knowledge  or  is  reasonably 
ascertainable.  Accordingly,  Mobil’s 
Statement  of  Objections  was  denied  and  the 
Proposed  Decision  and  Order  issued  to  Croix 
was  issued  in  final  form. 

Gulf  Oil  Company,  Houston,  Texas  DEE- 
7350,  crude  oil 

Gulf  Oil  Company  filed  an  Application  for 
Exception  from  the  provisions  of  10  C.F.R., 
Part  212,  Subpart  D.  The  exception  request,  if 
granted,  would  permit  the  working  interest 
owners  to  sell  69.31  percent  of  the  crude  oil 
produced  from  the  Rycade  Oil  Corporation  et 
al.  Lease  at  upper  tier  ceiling  prices.  In 
considering  the  request,  the  DOE  found  that 
exception  relief  was  necessary  to  provide  the 
working  interest  owners  with  an  incentive  to 
continue  production  at  the  property. 
Accordingly,  exception  relief  was  granted. 

H.L.  Mills  Petroleum  Products,  Hagerstown, 
Maryland,  BXE-0139,  motor  gasoline 

H.L.  Mills  Petroleum  Products  filed  an 
Application  for  Exception  from  the  provisions 
of  10  C.F.R  Part  211,  in  which  the  firm 
requested  that  the  DOE  extend  exception 
relief  previously  granted  to  the  firm,  and 


assign  it  a  new  lower-priced  based  period 
supplier  to  furnish  it  with  its  base  period  use 
of  motor  gasoline.  The  DOE  issued  a 
Proposed  Decision  and  Order  tentatively 
granting  that  request,  and  an  Interim  Order 
which  immediately  implemented  the  relief 
granted  in  the  Proposed  Order.  Subsequently, 
the  DOE  Region  III  issued  an  Assignment 
Order  directing  Crown  Central  Petroleum 
Corporation  to  provide  the  gasoline  to  Mills. 
Crown  Central  then  filed  a  Statement  of 
Objections  to  the  Proposed  Decision  and 
Order.  In  considering  Crown  Central’s 
Statement  of  Objections,  the  DOE  found  that 
the  firm  was  afforded  sufficient  notice  of  the 
Region  III  Order  to  satisfy  its  due  process 
rights.  The  DOE  also  found  that  the  Interim 
Order  was  properly  issued.  Accordingly, 
Crown  Central’s  Statement  of  Objections  was 
rejected  and  Mills’  Application  for  Exception 
was  granted. 

Kahn,  Incorporated,  Sebring,  Florida,  BEO- 
0967,  motor  gasoline 

Kahn  Incorporated  filed  an  Application  for 
Exception  from  the  provisions  of  10  C.F.R., 
Part  211  in  which  the  firm  sought  an  increase 
in  its  base  period  allocation  of  motor 
gasoline.  In  considering  the  request,  the  DOE 
found  that  the  firm  had  failed  to  demonstrate 
that  it  was  experiencing  a  serious  hardship, 
gross  inequity  of  unfair  distribution  of 
burdens  as  a  result  of  the  DOE  allocation 
regulations.  Accordingly,  exception  relief  was 
denied. 

Key  City  Oil  Company,  Mankato,  Minnesota, 
BEO-0379,  motor  gasoline 

Key  City  Oil  Company  filed  an  Application 
for  Exception  from  the  provisions  of  10  C.F.R., 
Part  211  in  which  the  firm  sought  an 
increased  base  period  allocation  of  motor 
gasoline.  In  considering  the  request,  the  DOE 
found  that  the  firm  had  failed  to  demonstrate 
that  it  was  experiencing  a  serious  financial 
hardship  as  a  result  of  DOE  regulations. 
Accordingly,  exception  relief  was  denied. 

Mohawk  Petroleum  Corporation,  Los 

Angeles,  California,  DXE-1905,  crude  oil 

Mohawk  Petroleum  Corporation  filed  an 
Application  for  Exception  from  the  provisions 
of  10  C.F.R.  §  211.67  in  which  the  firm  sought 
relief  from  its  obligations  to  purchase 
entitlements  during  the  period  December  1978 
through  May  1979.  In  considering  Mohawk’s 
request,  the  DOE  found  that  the  entitlement 
purchase  obligation  would  prevent  Mohawk 
from  attaining  either  its  historical  profit 
margin  or  its  historical  return  on  invested 
capital.  The  DOE  granted  Mohawk  exception 
relief  amounting  to  $884,051  per  month  for  the 
three  month  period  December  1978  through 
February  1979,  and  $681,876  per  month  for  the 
period  March  1979  through  May  1979.  In 
evaluating  Mohawk’s  profit  margin,  the  DOE 
excluded  revenues  associated  with  increases 
in  the  firm’s  resale  transactions. 

Mrjenovich  Shell,  Burnham,  Illinois,  DEO- 
0326,  motor  gasoline 

Mrjenovich  Shell  filed  an  Application  for 
Exception  from  the  provisions  of  10  C.F.R., 
Part  211  in  which  the  firm  sought  an  increase 
in  its  base  period  allocation  of  motor 
gasoline.  In  considering  the  request,  the  DOE 
found  that  the  firm  failed  to  demonstrate  that 
the  alleged  increase  of  price  competition  in 
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Mrjenovich’s  market  area  seriously  distorted 
the  intended  use  of  the  1977-1978  base  period 
as  an  index  of  relatively  normal  business 
activity.  The  DOE  also  concluded  that  the 
owner's  ill-health  had  not  had  an  adverse 
affect  on  the  firm’s  operations.  Accordingly, 
exception  relief  was  denied. 

Rogers  Beauty  School,  Chicago,  Illinois, 
BEO-0272,  temperature  restrictions 
Rogers  Beauty  School  filed  an  Application 
for  Exception  from  the  provisions  of  10  C.F.R., 
Part  490  in  which  the  firm  sought  permission 
to  raise  the  maximum  heating  temperature 
above  65°F  in  its  beauty  salon.  In  considering 
the  request,  the  DOE  found  that  the  firm  had 
not  submitted  any  medical  evidence  to 
support  its  claim  that  its  students  and 
customers  face  a  health  risk  at  a  temperature 
level  of  65°F.  Accordingly,  exception  relief 
was  denied. 

South  Dakota  Office  of  Energy  Policy:  M.  G. 
Oil  Company,  Pierre,  S.D.;  Rapid  City, 
S.D.,  BEE-0131,  motor  gasoline 
South  Dakota  Office  of  Energy  Policy  and 
M.  G.  Oil  Company  filed  an  Application  for 
Exception  from  the  provisions  of  10  C.F.R., 
Subparts  C  and  F  in  which  M.  G.  Oil 
Company  sought  an  increase  in  its  monthly 
allocation  of  motor  gasoline.  In  considering 
the  request,  the  DOE  found  (1)  that  M.  G.  Oil 
Company  does  not  qualify  for  an*  increased 
allocation  of  motor  gasoline  through  the 
unusual  growth  provision  in  10  C.F.R. 

§  211.104;  and  (2)  that  there  is  no  showing  of 
personal  bias  or  prejudice  against  M.  G.  Oil 
Company  on  the  part  of  DOE  officials  who 
dealt  with  the  firm.  Accordingly,  exception 
relief  was  denied. 

Southland  Oil  Corporation/VSG  Corporation, 
Washington,  D.C.,  DEE-1672,  motor 
gasoline 

The  Southland  Oil  Corporation,  a 
subsidiary  of  the  VSG  Corporation,  filed  an 
Application  for  Exception  from  the  provisions 
of  10  CFR  S  212.83  in  which  the  firm  sought  to 
have  Southland's  sales  of  motor  gasoline  fully 
exempted  from  the  DOE  Mandatory 
Petroleum  Price  Regulations.  In  considering 
the  request,  the  DOE  found  that  the  firm  had 
failed  to  provide  sufficient  information  upon 
which  the  DOE  could  reasonably  determine 
that  the  firm  was  presently  suffering  a  serious 
hardship,  groqs  inequity  or  unfair  distribution 
of  burdens.  Accordingly,  Southland's 
Application  for  Exception  was  dismissed 
without  prejudice  to  a  refiling  at  a  later  date. 

Requests  for  Stay 

Plateau,  Inc.,  Washington,  D.C.,  BES-1049, 
crude  oil 

Plateau,  Inc.  filed  an  Application  for  Stay 
from  the  requirement  that  it  purchase 
entitlements  pursuant  to  10  CFR  §  211.87.  In 
considering  the  application,  the  DOE 
determined  that  the  financial  material  which 
the  firm  had  filed  indicated  that  the  firm 
would  attain  a  profit  and  would  not  incur  a 
serious  financial  hardship  in  the  absence  of  a 
stay  pending  a  determination  on  its  exception 
application.  The  DOE  further  determined  that 
Plateau  had  failed  to  satisfy  any  of  the 
criteria  for  the  approval  of  a  stay.  Plateau’s 
stay  request  was  therefore  denied. 


Thriftway  Company,  Washington,  D.C.,  BST- 
0076,  BES-0076,  crude  oil 
Thriftway  Company  filed  an  Application 
for  Temporary  Stay  and  an  Application  for 
Stay  from  the  requirement  that  it  purchase 
entitlements  pursuant  to  10  CFR  §  211.67.  In 
considering  the  application,  the  DOE 
determined  that  the  financial  material  and 
other  information  which  the  firm  had  filed 
indicated  that  the  firm’s  limited  financial 
resources  would  enable  it  to  purchase  only  a 
portion  of  its  entitlement  obligation. 
Thriftway’8  stay  request  was  therefore 
granted  in  part  and  the  firm  was  required  to 
purchase  a  portion  of  its  entitlement 
obligation. 

Motion  for  Discovery 

Sun  Oil  Company  of  Pennsylvania;  Publicker 
Industries,  Washington,  D.C.,  BED-0046, 
BEJ-0077,  motor  gasoline 
Sun  Oil  Company  of  Pennsylvania  (Sun) 
filed  a  Motion  for  Discovery  seeking 
information  in  connection  with  an 
Application  fojr  Exception  filed  by  American 
Motohol  Supply  Corp.  See  American  Motohol 
Supply  Corp.,  Case  No.  DEE-7203  (Proposed 
Decision  and  Order  issued  January  16, 1980). 
Specifically,  Sun  sought  information 
concerning  the  energy  efficiency  of  Publicker 
Industries'  (Publicker)  production  of  fuel 
grade  alcohol  as  well  as  information 
concerning  the  firm’s  importation  of  alcohol. 
In  considering  the  request,  the  DOE  denied 
discovery  concerning  the  energy  efficiency  of 
alcohol  production,  finding  this  information 
neither  material  nor  relevant  to  the  issues 
involved  in  American  Motohol.  In  addition, 
the  DOE  found  formal  discovery  concerning 
Publicker’s  importation  of  alcohol 
unnecessary  in  view  of  the  DOE’s  ability  to 
obtain  the  requested  information  through  an 
informal  discovery  process.  This  portion  of 
Sun’s  discovery  motion  was  therefore 
dismissed.  Sun  also  filed  a  Motion  for  Joinder 
of  Publicker  in  the  American  Motohol 
proceeding  in  order  to  obtain  the  information 
sought  in  its  discovery  motion.  This  Motion 
was  dismissed  in  view  of  the  DOE’s 
determination  concerning  Sun’s  discovery 
request. 

Interim  Orders 

The  following  firms  were  granted 
Interim  Exception  relief  which 
implements  the  relief  which  the  DOE 
proposed  to  grant  in  an  order  issued  on 
the  same  date  as  the  Interim  Order; 

Company  name,  Case  No.,  and  Location 
Amerada  Hess  Corp.,  BEN-1095;  New  York, 
NY 

Hill’s  Chevron  Station,  DEN-6510;  Louisvile, 
MS 

Vernon  Auto  Wash,  Inc.,  BEN-0037; 
Manchester,  CT 

Petitions  Involving  the  Motor  Gasoline 
Allocation  Regulations 
The  following  firms  filed  Applications 
for  Exception,  Temporary  Exception, 
Stay,  and/or  Temporary  Stay  from  the 
provisions  of  the  Motor  Gasoline 
Allocation  Regulations.  The  requests,  if 
granted,  would  result  in  an  increase  in 


the  firms’  base  period  allocation  of 
motor  gasoline.  The  DOE  issued 
Decisions  and  Orders  which  determined 
that  the  requests  be  denied. 

Company  name,  Case  No.,  and  Location 
Apollo  Oil  Co.,  DEE-3338;  Mountain  View, 

CA 

Bayside  Marine  Corp.,  DEE-7689;  Duxbury, 
MA 

Champion  Garage  and  Gasoline,  DEE-4889; 
San  Pablo,  CA 

Ernie's  Gen.  Store.  DEE-8330;  Stockton,  CA 
Fronk's  Self  Service  Shell,  BEO-0005;  Fresno, 
CA 

Gulf  Oil  Corp.,  BEO-0026;  Houston,  TX 
Ken’s  Exxon,  BEO-0442;  San  Diego,  CA 
Long  Valley  Store,  BEO-0397;  Cromberg,  CA 
Transit  Truck  Stop,  BEO-1051;  Millersville, 
MD 

McCoy’s  Poultry  Services,  BEO-0474; 
Petaluma,  CA 

S&W  Arco,  BEO-0587;  Hemet,  CA 
Tony  Grasso  Chevron,  DEE-7221;  Orange,  CA 
Walker  Chevron  Svc.,  BEO-O708;  Coleville, 
CA 

Dismissals 

The  following  submissions  were 
dismissed  without  prejudice  to  refiling 
at  a  later  date: 

Name  and  Case  No. 

Allen  Oil  Co.;  DES-5489;  DST-5489 
Amerada  Hess  Corp.;  BEL-1098 
Atkins  Gulf  Service;  DEE-6590;  DES-6590 
Boulevard  Park  “76";  BEO-0269 
Commonwealth  Oil;  DXE-7928 
Decker  Bvrd.  Texaco;  BEO-1126 
Ingram  Bros.  Oil  Co.;  BEE-0767 
Kayo  Oil  Co.;  DRM-0075 
Maverick  Gas  &  Car  Wash;  DEE-2577;  DES- 
2577 

Miller  Grocery  &  S.  S.;  DEE-7622 
Naph-Sol  Ref.  Co;  BSG-0006 
New  Yorker  Steel  Boiler  Co.,  Inc.;  BEE-1169 
Saveway;  BEE-0683 
Seaview  Petroleum,  Inc.;  BEA-0348 
Stanley  Cooper  &  Son;  DEE-3099;  DST-3099 
Texas  City  Ref.,  Inc.;  BEA-0350 
Tonopah  Test  Range;  DEE-6990 
Triangle  Oil  Co.;  DEE-7893 

Copies  of  the  full  text  of  these 
Decisions  and  Orders  are  available  in 
the  Public  Docket  Room  of  the  Office  of 
Hearings  and  Appeals,  Room  B-120, 

2000  M  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20461,  Monday  through  Friday,  between 
the  hours  of  1:00  p.m.  and  5:00  p.m., 
e.d.t.,  except  Federal  holidays.  They  are 
also  available  in  Energy  Management; 
Federal  Energy  Guidelines,  a 
commercially  published  loose  leaf 
reporter  system. 

Melvin  Goldstein, 

Director,  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 

July  11. 1980. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21381  Filed  7-16-80: 8:45  am) 
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ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[OPP-00125;  FRL  1541-3] 

Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and 
Rodenticlde  Act  Scientific  Advisory 
Panel;  Open  Meeting 

AGENCY:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 

ACTION:  Notice  of  open  meeting. 

SUMMARY:  There  will  be  a  one-day 
special  subcommittee  meeting  of  the 
Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and 
Rodenticide  Act  (FIFRA)  Scientific 
Advisory  Panel  to  review  scientific 
findings  on  carbaryl. 

DATE:  Wednesday,  July  23, 1980  from 
9:00  a.m.  to  5:00  p.m.  The  meeting  will  be 
held  at  the  :  Hospitality  House,  2000 
Jefferson  Davis  Highway,  Arlington, 
Virginia. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 

H.  Wade  Fowler,  Jr.,  Executive 
Secretary,  FIFRA  Scientific  Advisory 
Panel,  Office  of  Pesticide  Programs  (TS- 
766),  Rm.  803,  Crystal  Mall,  Building  No. 
2, 1921  Jefferson  Davis  Highway, 
Arlington.  VA  22202,  703/557-7560. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In 

accordance  with  Section  25(d)  of  the 
amended  FIFRA,  EPA  is  soliciting  the 
opinions  of  the  members  of  the- 
Scientific  Advisory  Panel  to  review 
scientific  findings  on  carbaryl. 

Any  member  of  the  public  wishing  to 
attend  this  meeting  should  contact  Dr. 

H.  Wade  Fowler,  Jr.,  at  the  address 
shown  above.  Interested  persons  should 
contact  Dr.  Fowler  for  special 
instructions  regarding  statements. 
Individuals  who  wish  to  file  written 
statements  are  advised  to  contact  the 
Executive  Secretary  in  a  timely  manner 
to  ensure  appropriate  consideration  by 
the  Advisory  Panel.  All  statements  will 
be  made  a  part  of  the  record  and  will  be 
taken  into  consideration  by  the 
Scientific  Advisory  Panel  in  formulating 
comments. 

All  interested  persons  are  further 
advised  that  the  meeting  announced  in 
this  notice  is  a  subcommittee  meeting  of 
the  Scientific  Advisory  Panel  and  must 
be  held  prior  to  the  normal  15-day  notice 
in  order  to  allow  an  appropriate  • 
decision  by  the  Agency.  Formal  review 
of  the  topic  considered  by  the 
subcommittee  will  be  conducted  by  the 
FIFRA  Scientific  Advisory  Panel  at  a 
later  date. 

(Sec.  25(d),  as  amended  (92  Stat.  819;  7  U.S.C. 
136)  and  Sec.  10(a)(2)  of  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act  (Pub.  L.  92-463;  86  Stat.  770)) 


Dated:  July  14, 1980. 

Edwin  L.  Johnson, 

Deputy  Assistant  Administrator  for  Pesticide 
Programs. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21497  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6560-01-M 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[BC  Docket  Noe.  80-294—80-297;  FHe  Nos. 
BPH-790104AF  etc.] 

Abilene  Broadcasting  Co.,  Inc.  et  al.; 
Hearing  Designation  Order 
Designating  Applications  for 
Consolidated  Hearing  on  Stated  Issues 

Adopted:  June  9, 1980. 

Released:  July  11, 1980. 

In  re  applications  of  Abilene 
Broadcasting  Company,  Inc.,  Abilene, 
Texas,  BC  Docket  No.  80-294,  File  No. 
BPH-790104AF,  Req:  99.3  MHz,  Channel 
No.  257  3  kW  (H&V),  196  feet;  Craft 
Communications,  Inc.,  Abilene,  Texas, 
BC  Docket  No.  80-295,  File  No.  BPH- 
790525AB,  Req:  99.3  MHz,  Channel  No. 
257  2.97  kW  (H&V),  134.5  feet;  W.  L. 
Burke,  Jr.,  Abilene,  Texas,  BC  Docket 
No.  80-296,  File  No.  BPH-790529AF,  Req: 
99.3  MHz,  Channel  No.  257  3  kW  (H&V), 
145  feet;  TX-IN  Transmissions,  Inc.,  Tye, 
Texas,  BC  Docket  No.  80-297,  File  No. 
BPH-790530AE,  Req:  99.3  MHz,  Channel 
No.  257  0.54  kW  (H&V).  710  feet;  For 
construction  permit  for  New  FM  Station. 

1.  The  Commission,  by  the  Chief, 
Broadcast  Bureau,  acting  pursuant  to 
delegated  authority,  has  under 
consideration  the  above-captioned 
mutually  exclusive  applications  of 
Abilene  Broadcasting  Company,  Inc. 
(Abilene),  Craft  Communications,  Inc. 
(Craft),  W.  L  Burke,  Jr.  (Burke),  and  TX- 
IN  Transmissions,  Inc.  (TX-IN). 

2.  Abilene.  Analysis  of  the  financial 
data  submitted  by  the  applicant  reveals 
that  $32,288.80  will  be  required  to 
construct  the  proposed  station  and 
operate  for  three  months,  itemized  as 
follows: 


Equipment  down  payment .  $1,796.80 

Equipment  payments  with  interest. _ _ 4,48200 

Building . 5,000.00 

Miscellaneous . . . . : _  6,000.00 

Operating  costs  (three  months) .  15,000.00 

Total .  32,288.80 


Abilene  plans  to  finance  construction 
and  operation  with  a  $40,000  loan  from  a 
stockholder.  Applicant's  balance  sheet 
was  not  dated  within  90  days  of  the  date 
of  the  application  as  required  by  FCC 
Form  301,  Section  IIL  2(a).  Moreover, 
Section  III,  4(b)  of  Form  301  requires  that 
applicants  must  have  (i)  current  and 
liquid  assets  equal  to  their  current 
liabilities  and  (ii)  liquid  assets  equal  to 


their  proposed  expenditures.  Applicant’s 
balance  sheet  shows  current  assets  of 
$25,878.37  and  current  liabilities  of 
$64,754.33  with  net  current  liabilities 
equalling  $38,875.96.  When  added  to  the 
proposed  expenditures  in  the  instant 
application,  $32,288.80,  and  offset  by  the 
funds  available  for  these  expenditures, 
$40,000,  a  shortage  remains  equalling 
$31,164.76.  Accordingly,  a  general 
financial  issue  will  be  specified. 

3.  Craft.  Analysis  of  the  financial  data 
submitted  by  applicant  reveals  that 
$52,100  will  be  required  to  construct  the 
proposed  station  and  operate  for  three 
months,  itemized  as  follows: 


Equipment . $23,500 

Miscellaneous _ 8,600 

Operating  costs  (three  months) . „  20,000 

Total — . 52,100 


Craft  plans  to  finance  construction  and 
operation  with  the  following  funds:  (i) 
$10,000  in  cash  and  (ii)  $50,000  in  loan 
from  the  First  State  Bank,  Abilene, 
Texas,  90  percent  guaranteed  by  the 
Small  Business  Administration,  of  which 
$45,540  would  be  available.  The  SBA 
loan  agreement  sets  forth  conditions  . 
which,  to  our  knowledge,  have  not  been 
fulfilled  by  applicants.  Craft  has  not 
committed  itself  to  a  “superior  security 
interest  lien  on  equipment,  inventory 
and  accounts”  nor  to  a  “pledge  to  lender 
by  stockholders  of  all  shares  of  stock”  in 
Craft.  Moreover,  the  loan  agreement 
requires  the  assignment  of  $50,000  of 
decreasing  term  life  insurance  on  Bruce 
Campbell,  Craft’s  president,  to  lender 
and  the  purchase  of  hazard  insurance. 
Neither  expense  has  been  included  in 
proposed  operating  costs.  Since 
applicant  has  not  provided  a  showing 
that  it  intends  to  satisfy  all  the  requisite 
provisions  of  the  SBA  loan  agreement, 
Craft  has  only  $10,000  in  available 
funding,  an  amount  insufficient  to  meet 
proposed  costs  of  $52,100.  Accordingly, 
a  limited  financial  issue  will  be 
specified. 

4.  Burke.  Analysis  of  the  .financial 
data  submitted  by  Burke  reveals  that 
$87,255  will  be  required  to  construct  the 
proposed  station  and  operate  for  the 
three  months,  itemized  as  follows: 


Equipment . .'. . .  $64,305 

Building . 2,000 

Miscellaneous _ 2,950 

Operating  Costs  (three  months) _ _ _  18,000 

TotaL -  87,255 


In  addition,  while  the  lease  agreement 
stipulates  $50  a  month  rent  for  the 
antenna  site,  it  states  that  “additional 
space  for  a  transmitter  may  also  be 
negotiated,”  thus  increasing  proposed 
costs.  Because  applicant  has  only 
provided  a  general  outline  of  his 
proposed  costs  of  operation  rather  than 
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the  complete  itemization  required  by 
FCC  Form  301,  Section  III,  1(b),  it  is 
impossible  to  determine  whether  these 
costs  include  the  rental  costs  or  if  the 
operating  costs  are  adequate.  Burke 
plans  to  finance  construction  and 
operation  with  a  $96,800  loan  from  First 
State  Bank,  Abilene,  Texas,  of  which 
$88,000  is  available.  Considering  the 
$745  margin  between  proposed  costs 
and  available  financing  and  the 
questions  concerning  rental  and 
operating  costs,  a  limited  financial  issue 
will  be  specified. 

5.  Burke  has  failed  to  comply  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Primer  on 
Ascertainment  of  Community  Problems 
by  Broadcast  Applicants,  27  FCC  2d  650, 
21  RR  2d  1507  (1971).  From  the 
information  before  us,  it  appears  that 
Burke  has  failed  to  identify  by  name, 
position  and/or  organization  any  of  the 
community  leaders  he  alleges  to  have 
ascertained  as  required  by  Question  and 
Answer  20  of  the  Primer.  As  a  result,  it 
is  impossible  to  determine  whether  the 
applicant  has  surveyed  leaders  of  the 
significant  population  groups  set  forth  in 
its  demographic  study  as  required  by 
Questions  and  Answers  10, 13(a)  and  16 
of  the  Primer.  Moreover,  it  is  also 
impossible  to  determine  whether  Burke 
ascertained  the  problems  of  major 
communities  which  are  outside  the  city 
of  license  and  which  the  applicant 
undertakes  to  serve  as  required  by 
Question  and  Answer  7  of  the  Primer. 
Therefore,  a  general  ascertainment  issue 
will  be  specified. 

6.  TX-IN.  TX-IN  has  failed  to  comply 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Primer. 
Applicant  has  not  submitted  a 
compositional  study  of  the  community  of 
license,  indicating  the  minority,  racial, 
or  ethnic  breakdown  of  the  community, 
its  economic  activities,  governmental 
activities,  public  service  organizations, 
and  any  other  factors  or  activities  that 
make  the  particular  community 
distinctive,  as  required  by  Question  and 
Answer  9  of  the  Primer.  Due  to  the  lack 
of  a  compositional  study  of  the 
community,  it  is  impossible  to  determine 
the  community’s  significant  population 
groups  whose  leaders  applicant  should 
have  surveyed  as  required  by  Questions 
and  Answers  10, 13(a)  and  16  of  the 
Primer.  While  applicant  did  survey 
community  leaders,  it  failed  to  survey 
leaders  of  groups  which  are  significant 
in  most  communities,  such  as  elderly, 
youth,  business  and  labor,  besides  other 
groups  which  might  be  significant  in 
Tye,  Texas.  It  is  impossible  to  determine 
whether  the  group  leader  or  general 
public  surveys  took  place  within  six 
months  of  filing  the  application  as 
required  by  Question  and  Answer  15  of 

l _ _ _ 


the  Primer  as  this  information  is  not 
supplied  in  the  application.  TX-IN  has 
not  specified  the  anticipated  time 
segment  nor  the  frequency  of  the 
programs  proposed  to  treat  community 
problems  as  required  by  Question  and 
Answer  29  of  the  Primer.  Accordingly,  a 
general  ascertainment  issue  will  be 
specified. 

7.  TX-IN  will  not  be  able  to  provide  a 
3.16  mV/m  signal  to  the  entire  city  of 
Tye,  Texas  as  required  by  §  73.315(a)  of 
the  Commission’s  rules.  TX-IN  has 
asked  for  a  waiver  of  this  provision.  We 
will  not  rule  on  the  request  at  this 
juncture.  Rather,  a  city  coverage  issue 
will  be  specified  so  that  the  matter  may 
be  explored  in  hearing. 

8.  The  respective  proposals  would 
serve  substantial  areas  in  common. 
Consequently,  in  addition  to 
determining,  pursuant  to  Section  307(b) 
of  the  Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended,  which  of  the  proposals  would 
best  provide  a  fair,  efficient  and 
equitable  distribution  of  radio  service,  a 
contingent  comparative  issue  will  also 
be  specified. 

9.  Except  as  indicated  by  the  issues 
specified  below,  the  applicants  are 
qualifie  1  to  construct  and  operate  as 
proposed.  However,  since  the  proposals 
are  mutually  exclusive,  they  must  be 
designated  for  hearing  in  a  consolidated 
proceeding  on  the  issues  specified 
below. 

10.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered,  that 
pursuant  to  Section  309(e)  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended,  the  applications  are 
designated  for  hearing  in  a  consolidated 
proceeding,  at  a  time  and  place  to  be 
specified  in  a  subsequent  Order,  upon 
the  following  issues: 

1.  To  determine  the  areas  and 
populations  which  would  receive 
primary  aural  service  (1  mV/m  or 
greater  in  the  case  of  FM)  from  the 
respective  proposals  and  the  availability 
of  other  primary  service  to  such  areas 
and  populations. 

2.  To  determine  whether  Abilene  is 
financially  qualified  to  construct  and 
operate  the  proposed  station. 

3.  To  determine  with  respect  to  Craft: 

(a)  The  source  and  availability  of 
additional  funds  over  and  above  the 
$10,000  indicated;  and 

(b)  Whether,  in  light  of  the  evidence 
adduced  pursuant  to  (a)  above,  the 
applicant  is  financially  qualified. 

4.  To  determine  with  respect  to  Burke: 

(a)  Antenna  site  leasing  and  operating 
costs  for  the  first  three  months  of 
operation;  and 

(b)  Whether  in  light  of  the  evidence 
adduced  pursuant  to  (a)  above,  the 
applicant  is  financially  qualified. 


5.  To  determine  the  efforts  made  by 
Burke  to  ascertain  the  community  needs 
and  problems  of  the  area  to  be  served 
and  the  means  by  which  the  applicant 
proposed  to  meet  these  needs  and 
problems. 

6.  To  determine  the  efforts  made  by 
TX-IN  to  ascertain  the  community  needs 
and  problems  of  the  area  to  be  served 
and  the  means  by  which  the  applicant 
proposed  to  meet  these  needs  and 
problems. 

7.  To  determine  whether  the  proposal 
of  TX-IN  would  provide  coverage  of  the 
city  sought  to  be  served,  as  required  by 
Section  73.315(a)  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules,  and  if  not,  whether  circumstances 
exist  which  warrant  a  waiver  of  that 
Section. 

8.  To  determine,  in  the  lighf  of  Section 
307(b)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  which  of  the 
proposals  would  better  provide  a  fair, 
efficient  and  equitable  distribution  of 
radio  service. 

9.  To  determine,  in  the  event  it  is 
concluded  a  choice  between  the 
applications  should  not  be  based  solely 
on  considerations  relating  to  Section 
307(b),  which  of  the  proposals  would,  on 
a  comparative  basis,  best  serve  the 
public  interest. 

10.  To  determine,  in  the  light  of  the 
evidence  adduced  pursuant  to  the 
foregoing  issues,  which  of  the 
applications,  if  any,  should  be  granted. 

11.  It  is  further  ordered,  That  if  the 
TX-IN  application  is  granted,  the  permit 
shall  specify  that  the  provisions  of 

§  73.315(a)  of  the  Commission’s  rules  are 
waived  to  permit  a  signal  level  of  less 
than  3.16  mV/m  over  the  entire  city  of 
Tye,  Texas. 

12.  It  is  further  ordered,  that,  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  opportunity  to  be 
heard,  the  applicants  herein  shall, 
pursuant  to  §  1.221(c)  of  the 
Commission’s  rules,  in  person  or  by 
attorney,  within  20  days  of  the  mailing 
of  this  Order,  file  with  the  Commission 
in  triplicate  a  written  appearance  stating 
an  intention  to  appear  on  the  date  fixed 
for  the  hearing  and  to  present  evidence 
on  the  issues  specified  in  this  Order. 

13.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  the 
applicants  herein  shall,  pursuant  to 
Section  311(a)(2)  of  the  Communications 
Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  and 

§  73.3594(g)  of  the  Commission’s  rules, 
give  notice  of  the  hearing  (either 
individually  Or,  if  feasible  and 
consistent  with  the  rules,  jointly)  within 
the  time  and  in  the  manner  prescribed  in 
such  rule,  and  shall  advise  the 
Commission  of  the  publication  of  such 
notice  as  required  by  §  73.3594(g)  of  the 
rules. 
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Federal  Communications  Commission. 

Jerold  L.  Jacobs, 

Chief  Broadcast  Facilities  Division, 

Broadcast  Bureau. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21335  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  8712-01-M 

[BC  Dockets  Nos.  80-323, 80-324;  Files 
Nos.  BPH-790213AG,  BPH-790417AA] 

CJL  Broadcasting,  Inc.,  and  Men-Mar 
Broadcasting  Corp.;  Hearing 
Designation  Order  Designating 
Applications  for  Consolidated  Hearing 
on  Stated  Issues 

Adopted:  June  18, 1980. 

Released:  July  10, 1980. 

In  re  applications  of  CJL  Broadcasting, 
Inc.,  Menominee,  Michigan,  BC  Docket 
No.  80-323,  File  No.  BPH-790213AG, 

Req:  106.3  MHz,  Channel  292  3  kW 
(H&V)  300  feet;  Men-Mar  Broadcasting 
Corporation,  Menominee,  Michigan,  BC 
Docket  No.  80-324,  File  No.  BPH- 
790417AA,  Req:  106.3  MHz,  Channel  292 
3  kW  (H&V),  149  feet,  for  construction 
permit  for  a  new  FM  station. 

1.  The  Commission,  by  the  Chief, 
Broadcast  Bureau,  acting  pursuant  to 
delegated  authority,  has  under 
consideration  the  above-captioned 
mutually  exclusive  applications  of  CJL 
Broadcasting,  Inc.  (CJL)  and  Men-Mar 
Broadcasting  Corporation  (Men-Mar). 

2.  Section  73.210  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  requires  that  the  main  studio  of  an 
FM  station  be  located  within  the  city  of 
license,  but  that  on  a  showing  of  good 
cause  the  main  studio  may  be  located 
outside  that  community.  CJL  proposes  to 
locate  its  main  studio  at  the  studio  of  its 
AM  station,  WCJL,  in  Marinette, 
Wisconsin.  The  applicant  states  that 
since  the  proposed  location  is  only  1.5 
miles  from  the  center  of  Menominee,  it  is 
easily  accessible  to  residents  of  / 
Menominee.  Under  these  circumstances, 
we  believe  that  adequate  justification 
has  been  provided  for  the  proposed 
studio  location. 

3.  CJL.  CJL's  application  indicates  that 
they  will  require  seven  employees. 

There  is  no  indication  of  how  many  will 
be  fulltime  and  how  many  parttime.  The 
Commission  requires  that  if  there  will  be 
five  or  more  fulltime  station  employees, 
the  applicant  must  complete  and  file 
Section  VI  of  FCC  Form  301  in  triplicate, 
and  supply  a  statement  detailing  the 
applicant's  hiring  and  promotion 
policies  even  though  there  may  be  only 
a  few  members  of  minority  races 
residing  within  the  proposed  service 
area.  Therefore,  an  issue  will  be 
specified. 

4.  Data  submitted  by  the  applicants 
indicate  that  there  would  be  a 


significant  difference  in  the  size  of  the 
areas  and  populations  which  would 
receive  service  from  the  proposals. 
Consequently,  for  the  purpose  of 
comparison,  the  areas  and  populations 
which  would  receive  FM  service  of  1 
mV/m  or  greater  intensity,  together  with 
the  availability  of  other  primary  aural 
services  in  such  areas,  will  be 
considered  under  the  standard 
comparative  issue,  for  the  purpose  of 
determining  whether  a  comparative 
preference  should  accrue  to  either  of  the 
applicants. 

5.  Other  Matters.  CJL’s  renewal 
application  for  WCJL(AM)  has  been 
designated  for  hearing  in  Docket  80-86. 
Therefore,  if  CJL  is  the  preferred 
applicant  in  this  proceeding,  final  action 
will  be  withheld  pending  the  outcome  of 
the  proceedings  in  Docket  80-86. 
Moreover,  CJL  shall  be  bound  by  the 
record  in  Docket  80-86  and  the 
resolution  of  the  issues  in  that 
proceeding  will  be  res  judicata  as  to 
CJL. 

6.  CJL  proposes  to  duplicate  its  AM 
programming  approximately  12  hours 
per  day  and  Men-Mar  will  duplicate 
about  8  hours  per  day.  Therefore,  the 
relative  benefits  to  be  derived  from  the 
proposed  duplication  which  would 
offset  its  inherent  inefficiency  will  be 
considered  within  the  context  of  the 
comparative  issue.  James  F.  Sudbury,  8 
FCC  2d  360, 10  RR  2d  114  (1967). 

7.  Except  as  indicated  by  the  issues 
specified  below,  the  applicants  are 
qualified  to  construct  and  operate  as 
proposed.  However,  since  the  proposals 
are  mutually  exclusive,  they  must  be 
designated  for  hearing  in  a  consolidated 
proceeding  on  the  issues  specified 
below. 

8.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered,  that, 
pursuant  to  Section  309(e)  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended,  the  applications  are 
designated  for  hearing  in  a  consolidated 
proceeding,  at  a  time  and  place  to  be 
specified  in  a  subsequent  Order,  upon 
the  following  issues: 

1.  To  determine  whether  CJL 
Broadcasting,  Inc.  has  complied  with  the 
requirements  of  Section  VI  of  FCC  Form 
301. 

2.  To  determine  which  of  the 
proposals  would,  on  a  comparative 
basis,  better  serve  the  public  interest. 

3.  To  determine,  in  the  light  of  the 
evidence  adduced  pursuant  to  the 
foregoing  issues,  which  of  the 
applications  should  be  granted. 

9.  It  is  further  ordered,  that,  if  CJL  is 
the  preferred  applicant  in  this 
proceeding,  final  action  will  be  withheld 
pending  Commission  disposition  of  the 
proceedings  in  Docket  80-66. 


10.  It  is  further  ordered,  that,  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  opportunity  to  be 
heard,  the  applicants  herein  shall, 
pursuant  to  §  1.221(c)  of  the 
Commission’s  rules,  in  person  or  by 
attorney,  within  20  days  of  the  mailing 
of  this  Order,  file  with  the  Commission 
in  triplicate  a  written  appearance  stating 
an  intention  to  appear  on  the  date  fixed 
for  the  hearing  and  to  present  evidence 
on  the  issues  specified  in  this  Order. 

11.  It  is  further  ordered,  that  the 
applicants  herein  shall,  pursuant  to 
Section  311(a)(2)  of  the  Communications 
Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  and 

§  73.3594(g)  of  the  Commission’s  rules, 
give  notice  of  the  hearing  (either 
individually  or,  if  feasible  and 
consistent  with  the  rules,  jointly)  within 
the  time  and  in  the  manner  prescribed  in 
such  rule,  and  shall  advise  die 
Commission  of  the  publication  of  such 
notice  as  required  by  §  73.3594(g)  of  the 
rules. 

Federal  Communications  Commission. 

Jerold  L  Jacobs, 

Chief,  Broadcast  Facilities  Division, 
Broadcast  Bureau. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21334  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  8712-01-M 

[BC  Dockets  No.  80-321, 80-322;  Files  Nos. 
BPED  2306,  BPED  2428] 

Craig  Bible  Institute  and  Bangor 
Christian  Schools;  Hearing 
Designation  Order  Designating 
Applications  for  Consolidated  Hearing 
on  Stated  Issues 
Adopted:  June  16, 1980. 

Released:  July  10, 1980. 

In  re  Applications  of  Craig  Bible 
Institute,  Bangor,  Maine,  BC  Docket  No. 
80-321,  File  No.  BPED  2306,  Req.  88.5 
MHz,  Channel  203  0.45  kW  (H&V),— 15 
feet;  Bangor  Christian  Schools,  Bangor, 
Maine,  BC  Docket  No.  80-322,  File  No. 
BPED  2428,  Req.  88.5  MHz,  Channel  203 
16  kW  (H&V),  785  feet;  for  construction 
permit  for  a  new  FM  station. 

1.  The  Commission,  by  the  Chief, 
Broadcast  Bureau,  acting  pursuant  to 
delegated  authority,  has  under 
consideration  the  above  captioried 
mutually  exclusive  applications  of  Craig 
Bible  Institute  (Craig)  and  Bangor 
Christian  Schools  (Bangor). 

2.  Craig.  Craig  originally  estimated  its 
construction  costs  to  be  $14,500.  Since 
Craig  supplied  no  equipment  supplier 
letter,  it  was  originally  assumed  that  the 
equipment  would  be  purchased  outright. 
The  applicant  has  since  amended  its 
application  to  include  a  balance  sheet 
which  specifies  equipment  purchase 
terms  and  amounts  as  liabilities.  The 
amendment,  however,  did  not  contain 
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an  equipment  supplier  letter  setting  forth 
the  purchase  terms.  Craig’s  current  total 
estimated  construction  and  three  ' 
months  operating  costs  are  $18,250.  To 
meet  this  amount  the  applicant  intends 
to  rely  on  $600  in  cash  and  in  a  $30,000 
grant  from  Columbia  Street  Baptist 
Church  on  receipt  of  the  construction 
permit  The  grant  letter  from  Columbia 
Street  Baptist  Church  does  not  specify 
any  amount,  but  rather  "agrees  to 
provide  as  a  grant  the  necessary  funds 
required  by  the  Craig  Bible  Institute  to 
build  and  operate  a  250-watt  FM 
educational  Radio  Station.”  Moreover, 
the  original  application  did  not  include 
the  grantor’s  balance  sheet.  In  response 
to  our  letter  noting  this  deficiency  the 
applicant  amended  by  stating  that 
$26,961.10  was  presently  available  in  the 
grantor’s  savings  accounts  and  that  the 
"balance  of  $3,039.90  as  needed  will  be 
provided  from  funds  raised  by  the 
grantor.”  Applicant,  to  this  date,  has  not 
amended  to  include  the  grantor’s 
balance  sheet.  Accordingly,  a  limited 
financial  issue  will  be  specified. 

3.  Bangor.  Bangor,  through  its 
amendment  of  Feb  14, 1980,  has 
perfected  its  financial  qualifications  and 
no  issue  will  be  included. 

4.  While  there  has  been  no  expression 
of  interest  in  a  share-time  arrangement 
by  either  party,  we  believe  the  idea 
should  be  explored.  Therefore,  an  issue 
will  be  specified  to  determine  whether  a 
share-time  arrangement  between  the 
applicants  would  be  the  most  effective 
use  of  the  frequency  and  thus  better 
serve  the  public  interest  It  should  be 
noted  that  our  action  specifying  a 
"share-time  issue”  is  not  intended  to 
preclude  the  applicants,  either  before 
the  commencement  of  the  hearing  or  at 
any  time  during  the  course  of  the 
hearing,  from  participating  in 
negotiations  with  a  view  toward 
establishing  a  share-time  arrangement 
between  themselves. 

5.  Data  submitted  by  the  applicants 
indicate  that  there  would  be  a 
significant  difference  in  the  size  of  the 
areas  and  the  populations  which  would 
receive  service  from  the  proposals. 
Consequently,  for  the  purpose  of 
comparison,  the  areas  and  population 
which  would  receive  educational  FM 
service  of  1  mV/m  or  greater  intensity, 
together  with  the  availability  of  other 
primary  education  aural  services  in  such 
areas,  will  be  considered  under  the 
standard  comparative  issue  for  the 
purpose  of  determining  whether  a 
comparative  preference  should  accrue  to 
either  of  the  applicants. 

6.  Except  as  indicated  by  the  issues 
specified  below,  the  applicants  are 
qualified  to  construct  and  operate  as 
proposed.  However,  since  the  proposals 


are  mutually  exclusive,  they  must  be 
designated  for  hearing  in  a  consolidated 
proceeding  on  the  issues  specified 
below. 

7.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered,  that, 
pursuant  to  section  309(e)  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended,  the  applications  are 
designated  for  hearing  in  a  consolidated 
proceeding,  at  a  time  and  place  to  be 
specified  in  a  subsequent  Order,  upon 
the  following  issues: 

1.  To  determine  with  respect  to  Craig: 
(a)  The  source  and  availability  of 
additional  funds  over  and  above  the 
$600  indicated;  and 

(b)  Whether  in  light  of  the  evidence 
adduced  pursuant  to  (a)  above,  the 
applicant  is  financially  qualified. 

2.  To  determine  whether  a  share  time 
arrangement  between  the  applicants 
would  result  in  the  most  effective  use  of 
Channel  203,  (88.5  MHz)  and  thus  better 
serve  the  public  interest,  and,  if  so,  the 
terms  and  conditions  thereof. 

3.  To  determine  the  extent  to  which 
each  of  the  proposed  operations  will  be 
integrated  into  the  overall  cultural  and 
educational  operation  and  objectives  of 
the  respective  applicants  as  well  as  the 
manner  in  which  such  objectives  meet 
the  needs  of  the  community  to  be 
served;  and/or  whether  other  factors  in 
the  record  demonstrate  that  one 
applicant  will  provide  a  superior 
educational  FM  broadcast  service. 

4.  To  determine  which  of  the 
applicants  would,  on  a  comparative 
basis,  better  serve  the  public  interest 

5.  To  determine,  in  light  of  the 
evidence  adduced  pursuant  to  the 
foregoing  issues,  which  one  or  both  of 
the  applicants  should  be  granted. 

8.  It  is  further  ordered,  that  the 
petition  for  leave  to  amend  filed  by 
Bangor  is  granted,  and  the 
corresponding  amendments  are 
accepted. 

9.  It  is  further  ordered,  that,  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  opportunity  to  be 
heard,  the  applicants  herein  shall, 
pursuant  to  §  1.221(c)  of  the 
Commission’s  rules,  in  person  or  by 
attorney,  within  20  days  of  the  mailing 
of  this  Order,  file  with  the  Commission 
in  triplicate  a  written  appearance  stating 
an  intention  to  appear  on  the  date  fixed 
for  the  hearing  and  lo  present  evidence 
on  the  issues  specified  in  this  Order. 

10.  It  is  further  ordered,  that  the 
applicants  herein  shall  pursuant  to 
Section  311(a)(2)  of  the  Commissions 
Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  and 

§  73.3594(g)  of  the  Commission’s  rules, 
give  notice  of  the  hearing  (either 
individually  or,  if  feasible  and 
consistent  with  the  rules,  jointly)  within 
the  time  and  in  the  manner  prescribed  in 
such  rule,  and  shall  advise  the 


Commission  of  the  publication  of  such 
notice  as  required  by  §  73.3594(g)  of  the 
rules. 

Federal  Communications  Commission. 

)erold  L  Jacobs, 

Chief  Broadcast  Facilities  Division. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21333  Hied  7-16-80;  8:45  am] 
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Great  American  Wireless  Signal  Co., 
Inc.,  Sounds  Good,  Inc.;  Hearing 
Designation  Order  Designating 
Applications  for  Consolidated  Hearing 
on  Stated  Issues 


In  re  applications  of  The  Great 
American  Wireless  Signal  Company, 

Inc.,  Cresson,  Pennsylvania,  BC  Docket 
No.  80-325,  File  No.  BPH-780824AA, 

Req.  94.3  MHz,  Channel  232,  0.6kW 
(H&V)  598  feet;  Sounds  Good,  Inc.,  a 
Close  Corporation,  Cresson, 
Pennsylvania,  Req.  94.3  MHz,  Channel 
232, 0.38  kW  (H&V)  725  feet;  BC  Docket 
No.  80-326,  File  No.  BPH-790108AE,  for 
construction  permit  for  a  New  FM 
Station. 

1.  The  Commission,  by  the  Chief. 
Broadcast  Bureau,  acting  pursuant  to 
delegated  authority,  has  under 
consideration  the  above  captioned 
mutually  exclusive  applications  filed  by 
The  Great  American  Wireless  Signal 
Company,  Inc.,  (Great  American)  & 
Sounds  Good,  Inc.,  a  close  corporation, 
(Sounds  Good). 

2.  Great  American.  Section  73.210  of 
the  Commission’s  rules  requires  that  the 
main  studio  of  an  FM  station  be  located 
within  the  city  of  license,  but  that  on  a 
showing  of  good  cause  the  main  studio 
may  be  located  outside  that  community. 
Great  American  proposes  to  locate  its 
main  studio  at  Ebensburg,  Pennsylvania. 
Great  American  has  failed  to  allege  any 
circumstances  that  would  warrant  a 
finding  of  good  cause  or  allege  that  the 
proposed  location  is  easily  accessible 
from  Cresson.  Under  these 
circumstances,  we  believe  that  adequate 
justification  has  not  been  provided  for 
the  proposed  studio  location. 
Accordingly,  an  issue  will  be  specified. 

3.  Analysis  of  the  financial  data 
submitted  by  Great  American  reveals 
that  $20,712  will  be  required  to  construct 
the  proposed  station  and  operate  for 
three  months;  itemized  as  follows: 

Equipment  down  payment . .  $1 ,909 

Equipment  payments  with  interest. .  243 

Legal  Fees..... _ _ _ _ _ _  10,000 

Engineering  costs _ _ _ _  1 50 


[BC  Dockets  Nos.  80-325, 80-326;  Files 
Nos.  BPH-780824AA,  BPH-790108AE] 


Adopted:  June  18, 1980. 
Released:  July  10, 1980. 
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Operating  costs  (three  months) . — .  8,410 


Total . . . .  20,712 

Great  American  plans  to  finance 
construction  and  operation  with  the 
following  funds:  $5,000  cash  on  hand; 
$20,000  loan  from  Patricia  and  Mark 
Kriebel;  and  $10,000  loan  from  James  J. 
Long.  However,  the  applicant’s  balance 
sheet  fails  to  list  the  $5,000  cash  on  hand 
and  the  $10,000  loan.  Furthermore,  the 
balance  sheet  reveals  that  current 
liabilities  of  $9,910  exceed  current  assets 
of  $3,527.  In  addition,  the  applicant  has 
substantially  modified  its  financial 
proposal  to  obtain  a  loan  of  $20,000  from 
Patricia  and  Mark  Kriebel.  However, 
despite  this  significant  change,  the 
applicant  has  failed  to  submit  an 
updated  balance  sheet  from  the  Kriebels 
to  indicate  that  funds  are  available.  A 
general  financial  issue  will  therefore  be 
specified. 

4.  Great  American  has  failed  to 
comply  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Primer  on  Ascertainment  of  Community 
Problems  by  Broadcast  Applicants,  27 
FCC  2d  650,  21  RR  2d  1507  (1971).  From 
the  information  before  us,  it  appears 
that  the  applicant  has,  for  the  most  part, 
merely  surveyed  members,  as  opposed 
to  persons  in  a  leadership  position,  of 
the  significant  groups  set  forth  in  its 
demographic  study,  as  required  by 
Questions  and  Answers  4  and  16  of  the 
Primer.  For  example,  Great  American’s 
compositional  study  indicates  that 
women,  labor,  and  students  are 
significant  groups  in  the  Cresson  area, 
however  not  one  leader  from  these 
groups  was  surveyed.  In  addition 
leaders  of  blacks  and  other  minorities, 
consumer  services,  culture,  military  and 
recreational  groups  were  similarly  * 
neglected.  In  addition,  it  does  not 
appear  that  Great  American  has 
consulted  leaders  in  major  communities 
outside  of  Cresson  in  accordance  with 
Question  and  Answer  6  of  the  Primer. 
Accordingly,  a  limited  ascertainment 
issue  will  be  specified. 

5.  Sounds  Good.  Sounds  Good  has 
failed  to  comply  with  the  requirements 
of  the  Primer  on  Ascertainment  of 
Community  Problems  by  Broadcast 
Applicants,  27  FCC  2d  650,  21  RR  2d 
1507  (1971).  From  the  information  before 
us,  it  appears  that  the  applicant  has 
failed  to  survey  leaders  of  significant 
population  groups  set  forth  in  its 
demographic  study,  as  required  by 
Questions  and  Answers  10, 13(a)  and  16 
of  the  Primer.  Many  of  the  people 
surveyed  by  Sounds  Good,  without  more 
information,  appear  to  be  merely 
members  as  opposed  to  persons  in  a 
leadership  position  as  required  by  the 


Primer.  For  example,  in  its 
compositional  study,  Sounds  Good 
states  that  the  majority  of  acreage  in  the 
Cresson  Borough  and  township  is  under 
cultivation,  yet  no  leaders  of  agriculture 
were  interviewed.  The  applicant  states 
that  about  half  of  the  Cresson 
population  consists  of  adult  male 
workers  employed  in  mining, 
railroading,  steelmaking  and 
construction  labor,  however,  no  labor 
leaders  were  surveyed.  In  addition,  the 
applicant  has  failed  to  survey  leaders  of 
women,  consumer  services,  military, 
student  and  recreational  groups. 

6.  Question  and  Answer  6  of  the 
Primer  requires  an  applicant  to 
ascertain  the  problems  of  major 
communities  which  are  outside  the  city 
of  license  and  which  the  applicant 
undertakes  to  serve.  Question  and 
Answer  7  provides  that  ascertainment  in 
such  communities  may  consist  of 
consultations  with  leaders  who  can  be 
expected  to  have  a  broad  overview  of 
community  problems.  In  the  alternative, 
if  an  applicant  chooses  not  to  serve  such 
a  community,  it  must  explain  why. 
Sounds  Good’s  application  indicates 
that  a  number  of  sizeable  communities 
(total  population  103,084)  are  within  a  10 
mile  radius  of  the  area  the  applicant 
principally  undertakes  to  serve. 
Considering  the  size  of  the  proposed  city 
of  license  (5,606  in  1970),  these  are  major 
communities  as  contemplated  by 
Questions  and  Answers  6  &  7.  As  the 
applicant  has  neither  identified 
appropriate  leaders  in  outlying 
communities  nor  explained  why  it  does 
not  intend  to  serve  fine  communities,  a 
general  ascertainment  issue  will  be 
specified. 

7.  Data  submitted  by  the  applicants 
indicate  that  there  would  be  a 
significant  difference  in  the  size  of  the 
areas  and  populations  which  would 
receive  service  from  the  proposals. 
Consequently,  for  the  purpose  of 
comparison,  the  areas  and  populations 
which  would  receive  FM  service  of 
lmV/m  or  greater  intensity,  together 
with  the  availability  of  other  primary 
aural  services  in  such  areas,  will  be 
considered  under  the  standard 
comparative  issue,  for  the  purpose  of 
determining  whether  a  comparative 
preference  should  accrue  to  either  of  the 
applicants. 

8.  Except  as  indicated  by  the  issues 
specified  below,  the  applicants  are 
qualified  to  construct  and  operate  as 
proposed.  However,  since  the  proposals 
are  mutually  exclusive,  they  must  be 
designated  for  hearing  in  a  consolidated 
proceeding  on  the  issues  specified 
below. 


9.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered,  that 
pursuant  to  Section  309(e)  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended,  the  applications  are 
designated  for  hearing  in  a  consolidated 
proceeding,  at  a  time  and  place  to  be 
specified  in  a  subsequent  Order,  upon 
the  following  issues: 

1.  To  determine  whether  the  proposal 
of  Great  American  to  locate  the  main 
studio  outside  its  community  of  license 
is  in  compliance  with  §  73.210  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  with  respect  to 
location  of  the  main  studio  and  if  not 
whether  circumstances  warrant  a 
waiver  of  that  Section. 

2.  To  determine  whether  Great 
American  is  financially  qualified  to 
construct  and  operate  the  proposed 
station. 

3.  To  determine  the  efforts  made  by 
the  applicants  to  ascertain  the 
community’s  needs  and  problems  of  the 
area  to  be  served  and  the  means  by 
which  the  applicants  propose  to  meet 
those  needs  and  problems. 

4.  To  determine  which  of  the 
proposals  would,  on  a  comparative 
basis,  better  serve  the  public  interest. 

5.  To  determine,  in  light  of  the 
evidence  adduced  pursuant  to  the 
foregoing  issues,  which  of  the 
applications,  if  either,  should  be  granted. 

10.  It  is  further  ordered,  that,  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  opportunity  to  be 
heard,  the  applicants  herein  shall, 
pursuant  to  §  1.221(c)  of  the 
Commission’s  rules,  in  person  or  by 
attorney,  within  20  days  of  the  mailing 
of  this  Order,  file  with  the  Commission 
in  triplicate  a  written  appearance  stating 
an  intention  to  appear  on  the  date  fixed 
for  the  hearing  and  to  present  evidence 
on  the  issues  specified  in  this  Order. 

11.  It  is  further  ordered,  that  the 
applicants  herein  shall,  pursuant  to 
Section  311(a)(2)  of  the  Communications 
Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  and 

§  73.3594(g)  of  the  Commission’s  rules, 
give  notice  of  the  hearing  (either 
individually  or,  if  feasible  and 
consistent  with  the  Rules,  jointly)  within 
the  time  and  in  the  manner  prescribed  in 
such  rule,  and  shall  advise  the 
Commission  of  the  publication  of  such 
notice  as  required  by  §  73.3594(g)  of  the 
rules. 

Federal  Communications  Commission. 

Jerold  L  Jacobs, 

Chief,  Broadcast  Facilities  Division. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21332  Filed  7-18-80:  8:45  am] 
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[BC  Dockets  Nos.  80-287, 80-288;  Files 
Nos.  BPH-11087,  BPH-780829AD] 

Musicradio  of  Maryland,  Inc.  &  Coastal 
Telecommunications/Berlin  Corp.; 
Hearing  Designation  Order 
Designating  Applications  for 
Consolidated  Hearing  on  Stated  Issues 

Adopted:  June  11, 1980. 

Released:  July  9, 1980. 

In  re  applications  of  Musicradio  of 
Maryland,  Inc.,  Berlin,  Maryland,  BC 
Docket  No.  80-287,  File  No.  BPH-11087. 
Req:  103.9  MHz,  Channel  280,  3.0  kW 
(H&V),  300  feet;  Coastal 
Telecommunications/Berlin  Corp., 

Berlin,  Maryland,  BC  Docket  No.  80-288, 
File  No.  BPH-780829AD,  Req:  103.9 
MHz,  Channel  280,  3.0  kW  (H&V),  264 
feet;  for  construction  permit  for  a  new 
FM  station. 

1.  The  Commission,  by  the  Chief, 
Broadcast  Bureau,  acting  pursuant  to 
delegated  authority,  has  under 
consideration  the  above-captioned 
mutually  exclusive  applications  bled  by 
Musicradio  of  Maryland,  Inc. 
(Musicradio)  &  Coastal 
Telecommunications/Berlin  Corp. 
(Coastal). 

2.  Section  73.210  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  requires  that  the  main  studio  of  an 
FM  station  be  located  within  the  city  of 
license,  but  that  on  a  showing  of  good 
cause  the  main  studio  may  be  located 
outside  that  community.  Coastal 
proposes  to  locate  its  main  studio  at 
Ocean  City,  Maryland  in  the  studios  of 
WETT-AM  which  Coastal  currently 
owns  but  intends  to  divest.  Under  these 
circumstances,  we  believe  that  adequate 
justification  has  not  been  provided  for 
the  proposed  studio  location. 
Accordingly,  an  issue  will  be  specified. 

3.  Musicradio.  Analysis  of  the 
financial  data  submitted  by  Musicradio 
reveals  that  $71,022  will  be  required  to 
construct  the  proposed  station  and 
operate  for  three  months,  itemized  as 
follows: 


Equipment  (lease) . $7,312 

Land  (lease) . 1,000 

Building - 3,500 

Legal  costs _ 15,000 

Engineering  costs... _ _ _ ........... _ .............  6,825 

Installation  costs . 2,000 

Miscellaneous  costs . . . ............  2,500 

Three  month  operating  costs .  32,885 


Total — . . .  71,022 


Musicradio  plans  to  finance 
construction  and  operation  with  the 
following  funds:  $50,000  loan  from  The 
Bank  of  North  Carolina;  $20,000  loan 
from  Darryle  E.  Nixon;  $6,000  loan  from 
Kenneth  S.  Dash;  and  $10,000  loan  from 
Musicradio  of  North  Carolina.  The 
balance  sheets  of  Messrs.  Nixon  and 
Dash  do  not  segregate  current  liabilities 
[i.e..  amounts  payable  within  one  year) 


from  long-term  liabilities.  Accordingly, 
we  must  assume  that  all  liabilities 
shown  are  current.  Since  these  liabilities 
exceed  current  assets,  we  find  no  funds 
available  from  these  sources.  In 
addition,  Musicradio  of  North  Carolina 
has  current  liquid  assets  of  $3,401 
($1,206  cash  on  hand  and  $2,195  cash  in 
bank),  while  total  current  liabilities  are 
$43,938.  Since  Musicradio  of  North 
Carolina’s  total  current  liabilities  exceed 
current  assets,  we  also  find  no  funds 
available  from  this  source.  Musicradio 
has  therefore  shown  only  $50,000 
available  to  meet  a  requirement  of 
$71,022.  A  limited  financial  issue  will  be 
specified. 

4.  Data  submitted  by  the  applicants 
indicate  that  there  would  be  a 
significant  difference  in  the  size  of  the 
areas  and  populations  which  would 
receive  service  from  the  proposals. 
Consequently,  for  the  purpose  of 
comparison,  the  area  and  populations 
which  would  receive  FM  service  of 
lmV/m  or  greater  intensity,  together 
with  the  availability  of  other  primary 
aural  services  in  such  areas,  will  be 
considered  under  the  standard,, 
comparative  issue,  for  the  purpose  of 
determining  whether  a  comparative 
preference  should  accrue  to  either  of  the 
applicants. 

5.  Except  as  indicated  by  the  issues 
specified  below,  the  applicants  are 
qualified  to  construct  and  operate  as 
proposed.  However,  since  the  proposals 
are  mutually  exclusive,  they  must  be 
designated  for  hearing  in  a  consolidated 
proceeding  on  the  issues  specified 
below. 

6.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered,  that, 
pursuant  to  Section  309(e)  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended,  the  applications  are 
designated  for  hearing  in  a  consolidated 
proceeding,  at  a  time  and  place  to  be 
specified  in  a  subsequent  Order  upon 
the  following  issues: 

1.  To  determine  whether  the  proposal 
of  Coastal  to  locate  the  main  studio 
outside  its  community  of  license  is  in 
compliance  with  §  73.210  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  with  respect  to 
location  of  the  main  studio  and  if  not 
whether  circumstances  warrant  a 
waiver  of  that  section. 

2.  To  determine  with  respect  to 
Musicradio: 

(a)  The  source  and  availability  of 
additional  funds  over  and  above  the 
$50,000  indicated;  and 

(b)  Whether,  in  light  of  the  evidence 
adduced  pursuant  to  (a)  above,  the 
applicant  is  financially  qualified. 

3.  To  determine  which  of  the 
proposals  would,  on  a  comparative 
basis,  better  serve  the  public  interest. 


4.  To  determine,  in  the  light  of  the 
evidence  adduced  pursuant  to  the 
foregoing  issues,  which  of  the 
applications,  if  either,  should  be  granted. 

It  is  further  ordered,  that,  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  opportunity  to  be 
heard,  the  applicants  herein  shall, 
pursuant  to  §  1.221(c)  of  the 
Commission's  rules,  in  person  or  by 
attorney,  within  20  days  of  the  mailing 
of  this  Order,  file  with  the  Commission 
in  Triplicate  a  written  appearance 
stating  an  intention  to  appear  on  the 
date  fixed  for  the  hearing  and  to  present 
evidence  on  the  issues  specified  in  this 
Order. 

It  is  further  ordered,  that  the 
applicants  herein  shall,  pursuant  to 
Section  311(a)(2)  of  the  Communications 
Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  and 
§  73.3594(g)  of  the  Commission’s  rules, 
give  notice  of  the  hearing  (either 
individually  or,  if  feasible  and 
consistent  with  the  rules,  jointly)  within 
the  time  and  in  the  manner  prescribed  in 
such  rule,  and  shall  advise  the 
Commission  of  the  publication  of  such 
notice  as  required  by  §  73.3594(g)  of  the 
rules. 

Federal  Communications  Commission. 

Jeroid  L.  Jacobs, 

Chief,  Broadcast  Facilities  Division. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21331  Filed  7-18-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  B712-01-M 


FEDERAL  ELECTION  COMMISSION 

Filing  Date  for  Michigan  Special 
Primary  and  General  Election 

agency:  Federal  Election  Commission. 
ACTION:  Notice  of  Filing  Date  for 
Michigan  Special  Primary  and  General 
Election. 


summary:  Committees  required  to  file 
reports  in  connection  with  the  special 
primary  election  to  be  held  in  13th 
Congressional  District  of  Michigan  on 
August  5, 1980,  must  file  a  12  day  pre¬ 
election  report  by  July  24, 1980. 
Committees  required  to  file  reports  in 
connection  with  the  special  general 
election  to  be  held  in  the  same  district 
on  November  4, 1980,  must  file  a  12  day 
pre-election  report  by  October  23, 1980, 
and  a  30  post-election  report  by 
December  4, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Ms.  Judy  Corley,  Public  Information 
Office,  1325  K  Street,  NW,  Washington, 
D.C.  20463,  Tel:  (202)  523-3068,  Toll-free: 
(800)  424-9530. 
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Notice  of  Filing  Date  for  Special  Primary 
and  General  Election,  13th 
Congressional  District  Michigan 

All  principal  campaign  committees 
solely  authorized  for  the  special  election 
by  candidates  in  the  special  primary 
election  shall  file  a  12-day  pre-election 
report  due  on  July  24, 1980,  with 
coverage  dates  through  July  16, 1980.  All 
principal  campaign  committees  solely 
authorized  for  the  special  election  by 
candidates  in  the  special  general 
election  shall  file  a  12-day  pre-election 
report  due  on  October  23, 1980,  with 
coverage  dates  through  October  15, 1980, 
and  a  30-day  post-election  report  due  on 
December  4, 1980,  with  coverage  dates 
through  November  24, 1980.  In  addition, 
regularly  required  quarterly  reports  must 
be  filed  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  the  Act. 

All  principal  campaign  committees 
authorized  for  the  special  as  well  as  the 
regularly  scheduled  election  by 
candidates  in  the  primary  and/or 
general  election  shall  file  those  reports 
required  for  the  regularly  scheduled 
primary  and  general  elections  which 
will  include  the  activity  for  the  special 
election  campaign. 

Dated:  July  1, 1980. 

Max.  L.  Friedersdorf, 

Chairman,  Federal  Election  Commission. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21274  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6715-01-M 


FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

[Independent  Ocean  Freight  Forwarder 
License  No.  97] 

Lockwood  Shipping  Service,  Inc.; 

Order  of  Revocation 

On  July  7, 1980,  Lockwood  Shipping 
Service,  Inc.,  899  Iris  Drive,  North 
Bellmore,  New  York,  NY  11710, 
requested  the  Commission  to  revoke  its 
Independent  Ocean  Freight  Forwarder 
License  No.  97. 

Therefore,  by  virtue  of  authority 
vested  in  me  by  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission  as  set  forth  in  Manual  of 
Orders,  Commission  Order  No.  201.1 
(Revised),  section  5.01(c),  dated  August 
8, 1977; 

It  is  ordered,  that  Independent  Ocean 
Freight  Forwarder  License  No.  97  issued 
to  Lockwood  Shipping  Service,  Inc.,  be 
and  is  hereby  revoked  effective  July  7, 
1980,  without  prejudice  to  reapplication 
for  a  license  in  the  future. 

It  is  further  ordered,  that  Independent 
Ocean  Freight  Forwarder  License  No.  97 
issued  to  Lockwood  Shipping  Service, 
Inc.  be  returned  to  the  Commission  for 
cancellation. 


It  is  further  ordered,  that  a  copy  of 
this  Order  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  and  served  upon  Lockwood 
Shipping  Service,  Inc. 

Robert  G.  Drew, 

Director,  Bureau  of  Certification  and 
Licensing. 

(FR  Doc.  80-21272  Filed  7-16-80: 8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6730-01-M 


FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

Chemical  Financial  Corp.;  Acquisition 
of  B?nk 

Chemical  Financial  Corporation, 
Midland,  Michigan,  has  applied  for  the 
Board’s  approval  under  section  3(a)(3)  of 
the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(a)(3))  to  acquire  99.2  per 
cent  or  more  of  the  voting  shares  of  First 
National  Bank  of  Lake  City,  Lake  City, 
Michigan.  The  factors  that  are 
considered  in  acting  on  the  application 
are  set  forth  in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Chicago. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank  to  be 
received  not  later  that  August  11, 1980. 
Any  comment  on  an  application  that 
requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  July  10, 1980. 

Cathy  L  Petryshyn, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21296  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6210-01-M 


First  State  Holding  Co.,  Inc.;  Formation 
of  Bank  Holding  Company 

First  State  Holding  Company,  Inc., 
Joplin,  Missouri,  has  applied  for  the 
Board's  approval  under  section  3(a)(1)  of 
the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank 
holding  company  by  acquiring  80 
percent  or  more  of  the  voting  shares  of 
First  State  Bank,  Joplin,  Missouri.  The 
factors  that  are  considered  in  acting  on 
the  application  are  set  forth  in  section 
3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Kansas 
City.  Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on 
the  application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Secretary,  Board  of 


Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  Washington,  D.C.  20551  to  be 
received  no  later  than  August  11, 1980. 
Any  comment  on  an  application  that 
requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  July  10. 1980. 

Cathy  L.  Petryshyn, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

(FR  Doc.  80-21301  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6210-01-M 

Hollis  Bancshares,  Inc.;  Formation  of 
Bank  Holding  Company 

Hollis  Bancshares,  Inc.,  Hollis, 
Oklahoma,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  section  3(a)(1)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  by  acquiring  80  per  cent  or 
more  of  the  voting  shares  of  The  First 
State  Bank  and  Trust  Company,  Hollis, 
Oklahoma.  The  factors  that  are 
considered  in  acting  on  the  application 
are  set  forth  in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Kansas 
City.  Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on 
the  application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  August  8, 1980. 
Any  comment  on  an  application  that 
requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  July  10, 1980. 

Cathy  L.  Petryshyn, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

(FR  Doc.  80-21300  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6210-01-M 


KNB  Bancshares,  Inc.;  Formation  of 
Bank  Holding  Company 

KNB  Bancshares,  Inc.,  Prairie  Village, 
Kansas,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  Section  3(a)(1)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank  holder 
company  by  acquiring  80  percent  or 
more  of  the  voting  shares  of  Kansas 
National  Bank  and  Trust  Company, 
Prairie  Village,  Kansas.  The  factors  that 
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are  considered  in  acting  on  the 
application  are  set  forth  in  Section  3  (c) 
of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Kansas 
City.  Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on 
the  application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  July  30, 1980.  Any 
comment  on  an  application  that  request 
a  hearing  must  include  a  statement  of 
why  a  written  presentation  would  not 
suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing,  identifying 
specifically  and  questions  of  fact  that 
are  in  dispute  and  summarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  July  9, 1980. 

Cathy  L.  Petryshyn, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21305  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6210-01-M 


Le  Roy  C.  Darby,  Inc.;  Proposed 
Retention  of  General  Insurance 
Agency  B  .iness 

Le  Roy  C.  Darby,  Inc.,  Monona,  Iowa, 
has  applied,  pursuant  to  section  4(c)(8) 
of  the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1843(c)(8))  and  §  225.4(b)(2)  of  the 
Board’s  Regulation  Y  (12  CFR 
225.4(b)(2)),  for  permission  to  retain  its 
general  insurance  agency  business. 

Applicant  states  that  the  proposed 
subsidiary  would  engage  in  general 
insurance  agency  activities  in  a  town 
with  a  population  of  less  than  5,000 
persons.  These  activities  would  be 
performed  from  an  office  of  Applicant’s 
subsidiary  in  Monona,  Iowa,  and  the 
geographic  area  to  be  served  is  Monona, 
Iowa  and  surrounding  area.  Such 
activities  have  been  specified  by  the 
Board  in  §  225.4(a)  of  Regulation  Y  as 
permissible  for  bank  holding  companies, 
subject  to  Board  approval  of  individual 
proposals  in  accordance  with  the 
procedures  of  §  225.4(b). 

Interested  persons  may  express  their 
views  on  the  question  whether 
consummation  of  the  proposal  can 
“reasonably  be  expected  to  produce 
benefits  to  the  public,  such  as  greater 
convenience,  increased  competition,  or 
gains  in  efficiency,  that  outweigh 
possible  adverse  effects,  such  as  undue 
concentration  of  resources,  decreased  or 
unfair  competition,  conflicts  of  interests, 
or  unsound  banking  practices.”  Any 
request  for  a  hearing  on  this  question 
must  be  accompanied  by  a  statement  of 
the  reasons  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute,  summarizing  the 


evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing,  and  indicating  how  the  party 
commenting  would  be  aggrieved  by 
approval  of  the  proposal. 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Chicago. 

Any  views  or  requests  for  hearing 
should  be  submitted  in  writing  and 
received  by  the  Secretary,  Board  of 
Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  Washington,  D.C.  230551,  not 
later  than  August  11, 1980. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  July  9, 1980. 

Cathy  L.  Petryshyn 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.  80-213C2  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6210-01-M 


Marine  Corp.;  Proposed  Acquisition  of 
a  Branch  Office  of  Marine  Trust 
Company 

The  Marine  Corporation,  Milwaukee, 
Wisconsin,  has  applied,  pursuant  to 
section  4(c)(8)  of  the  Bank  Holding 
Company  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1843(c)(8))  and 
§  225.4(b)(2)  of  the  Board’s  Regulation  Y 
(12  CFR  225.4(b)(2)),  for  permission  to 
acquire"  a  branch  office  of  The  Marine 
Trust  Company,  N.A.,  Milwaukee, 
Wisconsin. 

Applicant  states  that  the  proposed 
office  would  engage  in  the  activities  of  a 
trust  service  office.  These  activities 
would  be  performed  from  offices  of 
Applicant’s  subsidiary  bank, 

Commercial  Marine  Bank,  Madison, 
Wisconsin,  and  the  geographic  areas  to 
be  served  are  Dane  and  contiguous 
counties  in  Wisconsin.  Such  activities 
have  been  specified  by  the  Board  in 
§  225.4(a)  of  Regulation  Y  as  permissible 
for  bank  holding  companies,  subject  to 
Board  approval  of  individual  proposals 
in  accordance  with  the  procedures  of 
§  225.4(b). 

Interested  persons  may  express  their 
views  on  the  question  whether 
consummation  of  the  proposal  can 
“reasonably  be  expected  to  produce 
benefits  to  the  public,  such  as  greater 
convenience,  increased  competition,  or 
gains  in  efficiency,  that  outweigh 
possible  adverse  effects,  such  as  undue 
concentration  of  resources,  decreased  or 
unfair  competition,  conflicts  of  interests, 
or  unsound  banking  practices.’’  Any 
request  for  a  hearing  on  this  question 
must  be  accompanied  by  a  statement  of 
the  reasons  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute,  summarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing,  and  indicating  how  the  party 


commenting  would  be  aggrieved  by 
approval  of  the  proposal. 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Chicago. 

Any  views  of  requests  for  hearing 
should  be  submitted  in  writing  and 
received  by  the  Secretary,  Board  of 
Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  Washington,  D.C.  20551,  not 
later  than  August  11, 1980. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System.  July  10, 1980. 

Cathy  L.  Petryshyn, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21297  Filed  7-16-80: 8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  6210-01-M 


Newton  Bancshares,  Inc.;  Formation  of 
Bank  Holding  Company 

Newton  Bancshares,  Inc.,  Newton, 
Kansas,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  Section  3(a)(1)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(a)(1)]  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  by  acquiring  77.1  percent  of 
the  voting  shares  of  The  Kansas  State 
Bank,  Newton,  Kansas.  The  factors  that 
are  considered  in  acting  on  the 
application  are  set  forth  in  Section  3(c) 
of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Kansas 
City.  Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on 
the  application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  July  31, 1980.  Any 
comment  on  an  application  that  requests 
a  hearing  must  include  a  statement  of 
why  a  written  presentation  would  not 
suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing,  identifying 
specifically  any  questions  of  fact  that 
are  in  dispute  and  summarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  July  9, 1980. 

Cathy  L.  Petryshyn, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21303  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6210-01-M 


Old  Stone  Corp.;  Proposed  Insurance 
Activities 

Old  Stone  Corporation,  Providence 
Rhode  Island,  has  applied,  pursuant  to 
section  4(c)(8)  of  the  Bank  Holding 
Company  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1843(c)(8))  and 
|  225.4(b)(2)  of  the  Board’s  Regulation  Y 
(12  CFR  225.4(b)(2)),  for  permission  to 
engage  through  its  indirect  wholly- 
owned  subsidiary,  Motor  Life  Insurance 
Company,  Jacksonville,  Florida,  de  novo 
in  underwriting  through  reissuance  of 
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certain  credit  life  and  credit  accident 
and  health  insurance. 

Applicant  states  that  the  proposed 
activity  would  be  performed  in  relation 
to  credit  insurance  sold  from  an  existing 
office  of  an  affiliated  company, 
Unimortgage  Company  of  Ohio, 
Columbus,  Ohio,  located  in  Columbus, 
Ohio.  The  geographic  area  to  be  served 
is  the  State  of  Ohio.  Such  activities  have 
been  specified  by  the  Board  in  §  225.4(a) 
of  Regulation  Y  as  permissible  for  bank 
holding  companies,  subject  to  Board 
approval  of  individual  proposals  in 
accordance  with  the  procedures  of 
§  225.4(b). 

Interested  persons  may  express  their 
views  on  the  question  whether 
consummation  of  the  proposal  can 
“reasonably  be  expected  to  produce 
benefits  to  the  public,  such  as  greater 
convenience,  increased  competition,  or 
gains  in  efficiency,  that  outweigh 
possible  adverse  effects,  such  as  undue 
concentration  of  resources,  decreased  or 
unfair  competition,  conflicts  of  interest, 
or  unsound  banking  practices.”  Any 
request  for  a  hearing  on  this  question 
must  be  accompanied  by  a  statement  of 
the  reasons  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute,  summarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing  and  indicating  how  the  party 
commenting  would  be  aggrieved  by 
approval  of  the  proposal. 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Boston. 

Any  views  or  requests  for  hearing 
should  be  submitted  in  writing  and 
received  by  the  Secretary,  Board  of 
Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  Washington,  D.C.  20551,  not 
later  than  July  29, 1980. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  July  10, 1980. 

Cathy  L.  Petryshyn, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board 

[FR  Doc.  80-21304  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6210-01M 


Republic  of  Texas  Corp.;  Merger  of 
Bank  Holding  Companies 

Republic  of  Texas  Corporation, 

Dallas,  Texas,  has  applied  for  the 
Board’s  approval  under  section  3(a)(5)  of 
the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(a)(5))  to  merge  with  Fort 
Sam  Houston  BankShares,  Incorporated, 
San  Antonio,  Texas.  The  factors  that  are 
considered  in  acting  on  the  application 
are  set  forth  in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 


the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Dallas.  Any 
person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Secretary,  Board  of 
Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  Washington,  D.C.  20551,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  August  11, 1980. 
Any  comment  on  an  application  that 
requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  July  10, 1980. 

Cathy  L.  Petryshyn, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21295  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6210-01-M 


Republic  of  Texas  Corp.,  Proposed 
Acquisition  of  Fort  Sam  Life  Insurance 
Co. 

Republic  of  Texas  Corporation, 

Dallas,  Texas,  has  applied,  pursuant  to 
section  4(c)(8)  of  the  Bank  Holding 
Company  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1843(c)(8))  and 
|  225.4(b)(2)  of  the  Board’s  Regulation  Y 
(12  CFR  225.4(b)(2)),  and  in  connection 
with  its  application  under  section  3(a)(5) 
of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(a)(5))  to  merge 
with  Fort  Sam  Houston  BankShares, 

Inc.,  for  permission  to  acquire  voting 
shares  of  Fort  Sam  Life  Insurance 
Company,  San  Antonio,  Texas. 

Applicant  states  that  the  proposed 
subsidiary  would  engage  in  the  activity 
of  underwriting  credit  life,  accident  and 
health  insurance  directly  related  to 
extensions  of  credit  by  subsidiary  banks 
of  Fort  Sam  Houston  BankShares,  Inc., 
San  Antonio,  Texas.  These  activities 
would  be  performed  from  offices  of 
Applicant’s  subsidiary  in  San  Antonio, 
Texas,  and  the  geographic  area  to  be 
served  is  the  San  Antonio  SMSA.  Such 
activities  have  been  specified  by  the 
Board  in  §  225.4(a)  of  Regulation  Y  as 
permissible  for  bank  holding  companies, 
subject  to  Board  approval  of  individual 
proposals  in  accordance  with  the 
procedures  of  §  225.4(b). 

Interested  persons  may  express  their 
views  on  the  question  whether 
consummation  of  the  proposal  can 
“reasonably  be  expected  to  produce 
benfits  to  the  public,  such  as  greater 
convenience,  increased  competition,  or 
gains  in  efficiency,  that  outweigh 
possible  adverse  effects,  such  as  undue 
concentration  of  resources,  decreased  or 
unfair  competition,  conflicts  of  interests, 
or  unsound  banking  practices.”  Any 
request  for  a  hearing  on  this  question 
must  be  accompanied  by  a  statement  of 


the  reasons  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute,  summarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing,  and  indicating  how  the  party 
commenting  would  be  aggrieved  by 
approval  of  the  proposal. 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Dallas. 

Any  views  or  requests  for  hearing 
should  be  submitted  in  writing  and 
received  by  the  Secretary,  Board  of 
Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  Washington,  D.C.  20551,  not 
later  than  August  11, 1980. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  July  10, 1980. 

Cathy  L.  Petryshyn, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21299  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6210-01-M 


Westex  Bancorp,  Inc.;  Formation  of 
Bank  Holding  Company 

Westex  Bancorp.,  Inc.,  Del  Rio,  Texas, 
has  applied  for  the  Board’s  approval 
under  section  3(a)(1)  of  the  Bank 
Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  by  acquiring  80  percent  or 
more  of  the  voting  shares  of  Del  Rio 
Bank  &  Trust  Company,  Del  Rio,  Texas. 
The  factors  that  are  considered  in  acting 
on  the  application  are  set  forth  in 
section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C. 

1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Dallas. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  July  30, 1980.  Any 
comment  on  an  application  that  requests 
a  hearing  must  include  a  statement  of 
why  a  written  presentation  would  not 
suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing,  identifying 
specifically  any  questions  of  fact  that 
are  in  dispute  and  summarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  July  10, 1980. 

Cathy  L.  Petryshyn, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21298  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6210-01-M 


MSB  Holding  Co.;  Formation  of  Bank 
Holding  Company 

MSB  Holding  Company,  Mission, 
Kansas,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  §  3(a)(1)  of  the  Bank 
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Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 

§  1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  by  acquiring  85  percent  or 
more  of  the  voting  shares  (less  directors’ 
qualifying  shares)  of  The  Mission  State 
Bank  &  Trust  Company,  Mission, 

Kansas.  The  factors  that  are  considered 
in  acting  on  the  application  are  set  forth 
in  §  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  §  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Kansas 
City.  Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on 
the  application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  July  28, 1980.  Any 
comment  on  an  application  that  requests 
a  hearing  must  include  a  statement  of 
why  a  written  presentation  would  not 
suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing,  identifying 
specifically  any  questions  of  fact  that 
are  in  dispute  and  summarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System.  July  17. 1980. 

Cathy  L.  Petryshyn, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board 

IFR  Doc.  80-21439  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6210-01-M 


GENERAL  ACCOUNTING  OFFICE 

Regulatory  Reports  Review;  Receipt  of 
Report  Proppsals 

The  following  requests  for  clearance 
of  reports  intended  for  use  in  collecting 
information  from  the  public  were 
received  by  the  Regulatory  Reports 
Review  Staff,  GAO  on  July  9, 1980 
(FTC),  and  July  10, 1980  (CAB).  See  44 
U.S.C.  3512  (c)  and  (d).  The  purpose  of 
publishing  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register  is  to  inform  the  public  of  such 
receipts.  / 

The  notice  includes  the  title  of  each 
request  received;  the  name  of  the  agency 
sponsoring  the  proposed  collection  of 
information;  the  agency  form  number,  if 
applicable;  and  the  frequency  with 
which  the  information  is  proposed  to  be 
collected. 

Written  comments  on  the  proposed 
CAB  and  FTC  requests  are  invited  from 
all  interested  persons,  organizations, 
public  interest  groups,  and  affected 
businesses.  Because  of  the  limited 
amount  of  time  GAO  has  to  review  the 
proposed  requests,  comments  (in 
triplicate)  must  be  received  on  or  before 
August  13, 1980,  and  should  be 
addressed  to  Mr.  John  M.  Lovelady, 
Senior  Group  Director,  Regulatory 
Reports  Review,  United  States  General 
Accounting  Office,  Room  5106,  441  G 
Street,  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20548. 


Further  information  may  be  obtained 
from  Patsy  J.  Stuart  of  the  Regulatory 
Reports  Review  Staff,  202-275-3532. 

Civil  Aeronautics  Board 

The  CAB  requests  an  extension- 
without-change  clearance  of  the 
reporting  requirements  contained  in  Part 
223  of  the  Board’s  Economic 
Regulations — Free  and  Reduced-Rate 
Transportation.  Specifically  section 
223.2(c)  which  permits  free 
transportation  for  technical  in-flight 
observations  of  equipment  by 
representatives  of  aircraft  equipment 
companies  and  requires  the  carriers  to 
report  such  transportation  to  CAB. 
Section  223.6  requires  carriers  to  file 
with  the  Board  all  instructions  to  its 
employees  and  all  rules  and  regulations 
governing  its  practices  in  connection 
with  interchange  of  passes.  Section  223.7 
requires  each  carrier  to  file  with  the 
Board  a  list  containing  all  of  the 
carrier’s  affiliates  and  showing  the  exact 
relationship  of  each  such  affiliate  to  the 
carrier,  before  issuing  any  pass  to  the 
directors,  officers  or  employees  of  such 
affiliate.  Section  223.8  requires  any 
carrier  desiring  special  authorization  to 
furnish  free  or  reducted-rate  overseas  or 
foreign  air  transportation  to  a  person  or 
persons  to  whom  the  carrier  would  not 
otherwise  be  authorized  to  furnish  such 
transportation  to  apply  in  writing  to  the 
Board  for  such  authority.  Submission  of 
data  called  for  in  these  sections  of  Part 
223  are  mandatory  under  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as  amended.  The 
CAB  estimates  respondents  will  number 
approximately  213  artd  that  reporting 
burden  will  average  45  minutes  for  each 
filing  under  section  223.2(c);  15  minutes 
for  each  filing  under  section  223.6;  15 
minutes  for  each  filing-under  section 
223.7;  and  15  minutes  for  each  filing 
under  section  223.8. 

Federal  Trade  Commission 

The  FTC  requests  clearance  of  a  new, 
single-time,  voluntary  Bar  Association 
Questionnaire  which  will  be  sent  to  bar 
associations  of  the  50  states  and  the 
District  of  Columbia.  This 
Questionnaire,  part  of  a  non-public  law 
enforcement  investigation,  requests 
information  concerning  the  regulation  of 
the  practice  of  law.  The  overall  purpose 
of  the  Federal  Trade  Commission’s 
investigation  is  to  determine  whether  or 
not  providers  of  legal  services  are 
subject  to  acts  or  practices  which  are 
unfair,  deceptive,  or  anti-competitive  in 
violation  of  the  Federal  Trade 
Commission  Act.  The  investigation  is 
focused  on  restrictions  placed  on 
prepaid  legal  plans,  legal  clinics,  and  the 
ownership  of  entities  offering  legal 
services  to  the  public  which  may  affect 


consumers’  access  to  legal  services.  The 
FTC  estimates  that  respondents  will 
number  51  and  that  reporting  burden 
will  average  70  hours  for  each 
Questionnaire. 

Norman  F.  Heyl, 

Regulatory  Reports  Review  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21373  Filed  7-18-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  1610-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH  AND 
HUMAN  SERVICES 

National  Institutes  of  Health 

Arteriosclerosis,  Hypertension,  and 
Lipid  Metabolism  Advisory  Committee; 
Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463,  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the 
Arteriosclerosis,  Hypertension,  and. 

Lipid  Metabolism  Advisory  Committee, 
National  Heart,  Lung,  and  Blood 
Institute,  September  30, 1980, 

Conference  Room  7,  6th  Floor,  C-Wing, 
Building  31,  National  Institutes  of 
Health,  Bethesda,  Maryland  20205.  The 
entire  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public 
from  9:00  a.m.  to  4:00  p.m.  on  Tuesday, 
September  30,  to  evaluate  program 
support  in  Arteriosclerosis, 
Hypertension,  and  Lipid  Metabolism. 
Attendance  by  the  public  will  be  limited 
on  a  space  available  basis. . 

Mr.  York  Onnen,  Chief,  Public 
Inquiries  and  Reports  Branch,  NHLBI, 
Room  4A-21,  Building  31,  National 
Institutes  of  Health,  Bethesda,  Maryland 
20205,  Phone  (301)  496-4236,  will  provide 
summaries  of  the  meeting  and  rosters  of 
committee  members. 

Dr.  G.  C.  McMillan,  Associate  Director 
for  Etiology  of  Arteriosclerosis  and 
Hypertension  Program,  NHLBI,  Room 
4C-12,  Federal  Building,  National 
Institutes  of  Health,  Bethesda,  Maryland 
20205,  Phone  (301)  496-1613,  will  furnish 
substantive  program  information. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  13.837,  Heart  and  Vascular 
Diseases  Research,  National  Institutes  of 
Health) 

NIH  programs  are  not  covered  by  OMB 
Circular  A-95  because  they  fit  the  description 
of  "programs  not  considered  appropriate”  in 
section  8(b)  (4)  and  (5)  of  that  Circular. 

Dated:  July  10, 1980. 

Suzanne  L.  Fremeau, 

Committee  Management  Officer,  National 
Institute  of  Health. 

(FR  Doc.  80-21399  Filed  7-16-80: 8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4110-08-M 
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Biometry  and  Epidemiology  Contract 
Review  Committee;  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463,  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the 
Biometry  and  Epidomiology  Contract 
Review  Committee,  National  Cancer 
Institute,  August  14-15, 1980,  Building 
31C,  Conference  Room  7,  National 
Institutes  of  Health,  Bethesda,  Maryland 
20205.  The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the 
public  on  August  14,  from  9:30  a.m.  to 
10:30  a.m.,  to  review  administrative 
details.  Attendance  by  the  public  will  be 
limited  to  space  available. 

In  accordance  with  provisions  set 
forth  in  sections  552b(c)(4]  and 
552b(c)(6),  Title  5,  U.S.  Code  and  section 
10{d)  of  Pub.  L.  92-463,  the  meeting  will 
be  closed  to  the  public  on  August  14, 
from  10:30  a.m.  to  5:00  p.m.,  and  on 
August  15,  from  9:30  a.m.  to 
adjournment,  for  the  review,  discussion 
and  evaluation  of  individual  contract 
proposals.  These  proposals  and  the 
discussions  could  reveal  confidential 
trade  secrets  or  commercial  property 
such  as  patentable  material  and 
personal  information  concerning 
individuals  associated  with  the 
proposals,  disclosure  of  which  would 
constitute  a  clearly  unwarranted 
invasion  of  personal  privacy. 

Mrs.  Marjorie  F.  Early,  Committee 
Management  Officer,  National  Cancer 
Institute,  Building  31,  Room  4B43, 
National  Institutes  of  Health,  Bethesda, 
Maryland  20205  (301/496-5708)  will 
provide  summaries  of  the  meeting  and 
rosters  of  committee  members,  upon 
request. 

Dr.  Wilna  A.  Woods,  Executive 
Secretary,  National  Cancer  Institute, 
Westwood  Building,  Room  820,  National 
Institutes  of  Health,  Bethesda,  Maryland 
20205  (301/496-7153)  will  furnish 
substantive  program  information. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  13.393,  Cancer  Cause  and 
Prevention  Research,  National  Institutes  of 
Health) 

NIH  programs  are  not  covered  by  OMB 
Circular  A-95  because  they  fit  the  description 
of  “programs  not  considered  appropriate”  in 
section  8(b)  (4)  and  (5)  of  that  Circular. 

Dated:  July  9, 1980. 

Suzanne  L.  Fremeau, 

Committee  Management  Officer,  National 
Institutes  of  Health. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21397  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  4110-08-M 


Carcinoembryonic  Antigen  (CEA); 
Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
National  Cancer  Institute,  National 
Institutes  of  Health,  will  hold  a 
consensus  development  conference 


September  29-October  1, 1980  at  the 
Masur  Auditorium,  Bldg.  10,  NIH. 
Conference  topic  is  “CEA 
(carcinoembryonic  antigen):  Its  Role  as 
a  Marker  in  the  Management  of 
Cancer."  The  meeting  is  open  to  any 
interested  individuals  and  groups. 

First  described  15  years  ago,  CEA  is 
an  acid  glycoprotein  associated  with 
human  tumors.  Today  it  ranks  as  the 
most  widely  used  tumor  marker. 
Scientists  in  the  United  States  use  the 
CEA  radioimmunoassay — which  detects 
CEA  levels  in  the  blood — to  aid  in  the 
clinical  management  of  cancer. 

Attendees  at  the  conference  will  reach 
a  consensus  of  appropriate  clinical 
reliance  on  the  CEA  assay.  They  also 
will  examine  prospects  for  its  future 
development  and  use. 

Specific  issues  to  be  discussed 
include:  Should  CEA  be  used  in  cancer 
screening?  Is  CEA  helpful  in  diagnosis 
and  treatment?  What  does  CEA  tell  us 
about  the  extent  and  outcome  of  cancer? 
Can  the  CEA  assay  be  improved?  Can 
CEA  be  used  in  combination  with  other 
markers? 

Requests  for  information  should  be 
directed  to  Dr.  K.  Robert  Mclntire,  NCI, 
DCBD,  National  Institutes  of  Health, 
Bldg.  31,  Room  3A10,  Bethesda,  Md. 
20205. 

Dated:  July  10, 1980. 

Suzanne  L.  Fremeau, 

Committee  Management  Officer,  National 
Institutes  of  Health. 

(FR  Doc.  80-21401  Filed  7-18-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4110-08-M 


National  Advisory  Allergy  and 
Infectious  Diseases  Council,  Allergy 
and  Immunology  Subcommittee; 
Cancelled  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  to  cancel  the 
meeting  of  the  Allergy  and  Immunology 
Subcommittee,  National  Institute  of 
Allergy  and  Infectious  Diseases,  which 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
Monday,  June  9, 1980  (45  FR  38450;  80- 
17302). 

The  Committee  was  to  meet  July  18, 
1980  at  the  National  Institutes  of  Health, 
Building  31,  Conference  Room  7A24, 
Bethesda,  Maryland. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  13.855,  Pharmacological 
Sciences;  13.856,  Neurobiological  and 
Infectious  Diseases  Research,  National 
Institutes  of  Health) 

NIH  programs  are  not  covered  by  OMB 
Circular  A-95  because  they  fit  the  description 
of  “programs  not  considered  appropriate”  in 
section  8(b)  (4)  and  (5)  of  that  Circular. 


Dated:  July  10, 1980. 

Suzanne  L.  Fremeau, 

Committee  Management  Officer,  National 
Institutes  of  Health. 

(FR  Doc.  80-21400  Filed  7-16-80:  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  4110-08— M 

National  Diabetes  Advisory  Board; 
Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463,  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the 
National  Diabetes  Advisory  Board  on 
September  5, 1980,  at  the  Old  Town 
Holiday  Inn,  480  King  Street, 

Alexandria,  Virginia.  The  meeting  will 
be  held  at  9:00  a.m. 

The  meeting,  which  will  be  open  to 
the  public,  is  being  held  to  continue 
review  of  the  status  and  implementation 
of  national  diabetes  programs. 
Attendance  by  the  public  will  be  limited 
to  space  available. 

Mr.  Raymond  M.  Kuehne,  Executive 
Director  of  the  Board,  P.O.  Box  30174, 
Bethesda,  Maryland,  20014,  (301)  496- 
6045,  will  provide  a  summary  of  the 
meeting  and  a  roster  of  the  committee 
members. 

Dated:  July  10, 1980. 

Suzanne  L.  Fremeau, 

Committee  Management  Officer,  National 
Institutes  of  Health. 

(FR  Doc.  88-21402  Filed  7-18-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4110-08-M 

National  Institute  of  Dental  Research 
Programs  Advisory  Committee, 
Subcommittee  on  Dental  Caries; 
Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463,  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the 
Subcommittee  on  Dental  Caries, 

National  Institute  of  Dental  Research 
Programs  Advisory  Committee,  on 
September  25-26, 1980,  in  Conference 
Room  8,  Building  31-C,  National 
Institutes  of  Health,  Bethesda, 

Maryland. 

The  entire  meeting  will  be  open  to  the 
public  from  9:00  a.m.  to  5:00  p.m.  on 
September  25,  and  from  9:00  a.m.  to 
adjournment  on  September  26,  to 
discuss  research  progress  and  ongoing 
plans  and  programs  of  the  National 
Caries  Program.  Attendance  by  the 
public  will  be  limited  to  space  available. 

Dr.  James  P.  Carlos,  Associate 
Director,  National  Caries  Program, 
National  Institute  of  Dental  Research, 
National  Institutes  of  Health,  Westwood 
Building,  Room  528,  Bethesda,  MD  20205, 
(phone  301  496-7239)  will  furnish  rosters 
of  committee  members,  a  summary  of 
the  meeting,  and  other  information 
pertaining  to  the  meeting. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  13,840,  Caries  Research, 

National  Institutes  of  Health.) 
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NIH  programs  are  not  covered  by  OMB 
Circular  A-95  because  they  fit  the  description 
of  “programs  not  considered  appropriate”  in 
section  8(b)(4)  and  (5)  of  that  Circular. 

Dated:  July  10, 1980. 

Suzanne  L.  Fremeau, 

Committee  Management  Office,  National 
Institutes  of  Health. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21398  Filed  7-18-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4110-08-M 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Planning  and  Evaluation;  Program 
Impact  Study 

Pursuant  to  Section  1110  of  the  Social 
Security  Act  and  Title  45,  Part  63  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  the 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Planning  and 
Evaluation  (hereafter  the  Assistant 
Secretary)  is  seeking  applications  from 
public  and  private  non-profit  agencies, 
organizations  and  institutions  for  a  grant 
that  would  support  a  policy  research 
study  with  two  major  areas  of  analysis. 
The  first  area  consists  of  research  on  the 
ways  in  which  government  programs 
and  the  taxes  that  finance  them  affect 
the  economy  in  general  and  the 
distribution  of  income  in  particular.  The 
second  area  of  study  involves  research 
on  how  economic  development, 
demographic  changes,  and  other  factors 
affect  government  programs  through 
changes  in  the  income  distribution.  The 
study  will  attempt  to  increase  general 
scientific  knowledge,  and  to  develop 
improved  techniques  for  investigating 
specific  policy  issues  and  for  exploring 
the  economic  and  programmatic  effects 
of  individual,  employer,  and  government 
actions. 

A.  Type  of  Application  Requested 

This  announcement  specifically  seeks 
applications  for  projects  that  will 
concentrate  on  the  development  of 
economic  simulation  models  and  their 
use  in  quantitative  analysis  of  the  effect 
of  government  actions  on  income 
distribution,  and  on  the  impact  that 
changes  in  income  distribution  caused 
by  non-programmatic  factors  have  on 
government  programs. 

The  need  for  this  type  of  research  is 
demonstrated  by  the  fact  that  changes  in 
income  distribution  and  the  degree  of 
inequality  are  primary  sources  of 
pressures  brought  to  bear  on 
government  to  revise  programs,  change 
tax  policy,  or  introduce  new  spending 
programs.  This  type  of  research  is 
particularly  pertinent  to  the  1980s  since 
the  debate  on  the  economic,  regional 
and  distributional  effects  of  government 
programs  and  taxes  has  become 
increasingly  sharp;  and  because  the  rate 


at  which  events  that  significantly  alter 
the  income  distribution  seems  to  have 
increased,  causing  a  rise  in  the  number 
of  people  eligible  for  (and  the  potential 
cost  of)  health  and  human  service 
programs.  An  informed  response  to 
these  pressures  and  events  require  the 
knowledge  that  would  be  generated  by  a 
program  of  basic  research  on  the  nature 
and  causes  of  shifts  in  the  income 
distribution,  and  on  how  government 
policy  (particularly  health  and  human 
service  programs  and  the  taxes  that 
finance  them)  affect  the  degree  of 
financial  inequality  and  the  incidence  of 
poverty. 

Model  development.  Development  of 
an  economic  simulation  model  that  will 
support  impact  analyses,  whether 
through  refinement  and  extension  of  an 
existing  model  or  through  creation  of  a 
new  model,  is  anticipated  to  require 
substantial  background  theoretical  and 
conceptual  work.  It  may  also  require 
activities  such  as  data  collection, 
synthesis  of  existing  data  sets,  empirical 
research  and  analysis  using  these  data, 
as  well  as  simulation  model 
development  per  se.  These  background 
activities  may  to  some  extent  stand  on 
their  own  as  means  of  increasing 
knowledge  in  this  area,  but  it  is 
expected  that  the  choice  of  activities 
and  the  manner  in  which  they  are 
conducted  will  be  largely  guided  by 
their  usefulness  for  the  development  of 
the  simulation  model. 

Potential  users  of  this  model  include 
public  and  private  research 
organizations,  university  researchers, 
and  various  components  of  state,  local, 
and  federal  governments. 

The  model  development  is  anticipated 
to  extend  current  economic  simulation 
modeling  capabilities  to  include  not  only 
household  labor  supply  response 
behavior,  but  also  household 
consumption  response,  and  business 
production  and  labor  demand  response 
behavior.  A  model  with  these 
capabilities  is  likely  to  be  based  on  a 
microanalytic  characterization  of  the 
household  sector.  This  specification  of 
business  firms;  behavior  seems  likely  to 
require  the  characterization  of  the 
business  sector  with  a  multi-regional 
model  that  is  disaggregated  by  industry. 
In  any  case,  it  is  desirable  for  the  model 
to  possess  the  capability  of  estimating 
the  full  static  impact  (including  both 
neoclassical  price  and  Keynesian 
quantity  adjustments)  of  shifts  in 
government  expenditure,  public  service 
employment,  transfer,  or  tax  policies,  by 
social  and  economic  class  and  by 
region.  Particular  attention  should  be 
devoted  to  the  labor  market  effects  of 
policy  changes,  since  shifts  in 


employment  and  wages  for  individuals 
in  different  regions  and  different 
demographic  groups  are  key 
determinants  of  the  distribution  of 
income,  and  hence,  of  the  demand  for 
government  health  and  human  service 
programs. 

Model  use.  In  addition  to  model 
development  and  related  research 
activities,  this  announcement  seeks 
applications  that  include  substantial  use 
of  the  model  in  evaluation  of  the 
economic,  distributional,  and  regional 
impact  of  both  recent  and  proposed 
changes  in  government  expenditure 
programs  and  taxes.  While  there  is  a 
strong  interest  in  health  and  human 
service  programs  and  the  particular 
taxes  that  finance  them  now  or  might 
finance  them  in  the  future,  evaluation  of 
other  taxes  and  programs  are 
appropriate  in  cases  where  they  have 
significant  distributional  effects,  and 
hence,  may  cause  changes  in  the  number 
of  people  eligible  for  and  thus  the  cost  of 
Departmental  programs. 

Applications  are  requested  for  multi¬ 
year  projects  (see  Section  D  below).  The 
initial  award,  however,  will  be  for  an 
exploratory  phase  of  six  months 
duration.  This  phase  should  appraise 
literature,  data,  and  models,  and  plan 
further  work  in  detail,  though  it  need  not 
be  limited  to  these  activities. 

B.  Applicable  Regulations 

1.  “Grant  Programs  Administered  by 
the  Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Planning  and  Evaluation”  (45  CFR  Part 
63),  which  was  published  in  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  on  October  1, 1979. 

2.  "Administratioan  of  Grants”  (45 
CFR  Part  74),  which  was  published  in 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  on 
August  2, 1978,  and  amendments  thereto 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  May 
22, 1980,  May  27, 1980  (with  correction 
May  30, 1980)  and  June  3, 1980. 

3.  Applications  submitted  in  response 
to  this  announcement  are  not  subject  to 
review  by  State  and  areawide 
clearinghouse  under  the  procedures  in 
OMB  Circular  A-95. 

C.  Effective  Date  and  Duration 

1.  Grant  awards  pursuant  to  this 
solicitation  will  be  made  on  or  about 
September  1, 1980. 

2.  In  order  to  avoid  unnecessary 
delays  in  the  preparation  and  receipt  of 
applications,  this  notice  is  effective 
immediately.  Applications  will  be 
accepted  no  later  than  August  15, 1980. 

D.  Statement  of  Funds  Availability 

1.  The  Assistant  Secretary  has 
available  about  $220,000  for  the  Fiscal 
Year  ending  September  30, 1980,  for  the 
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award  of  a  grant  pursuant  to  this 
announcement. 

2.  The  amount  of  funds  available  for 
the  grant  in  future  years  has  not  been 
established.  Legislative  support  for 
continued  funding  of  these  projects 
cannot  be  guaranteed.  We  tentatively 
expect  to  be  able  to  support  the  project 
during  future  Fiscal  Years  at  a  level  of 
effort  that  is  at  least  as  high  as  that 
during  the  initial  six  month  period. 

3.  Applicants  may  submit  projects  for 
up  to  six  years  duration  (a  six  year 
“project  period”),  but  funds  will  be 
awarded  initially  for  six  months  (a  six- 
month  “budget  period").  An  applicant 
who  applies  for  a  multi-year  project 
period,  and  who  subsequently  receives  a 
grant,  will  be  eligible  for  additional 
funding  during  the  project  period  on  a 
non-competitive  basis.  However,  future 
funding  is  in  no  way  guaranteed. 

E.  Applications  Processing 

1.  Applications  will  be  reviewed  by  an 
intergovernmental  review  panel, 
possibly  augmented  by  outside  experts. 
Two  (2)  copies  of  each  application  are 
required. 

2.  Applicants  will  be  judged  as  to 
eligibility  according  to  the  criteria  set 
forth  below  in  item  7.  Priority  will  be 
given  to  applicants  who,  in  the  judgment 
of  the  Assistant  Secretary,  best  meet 
these  criteria. 

3.  An  unacceptable  rating  on  any 
individual  criterion  may  render  the 
application  unacceptable.  Consequently, 
applicants  should  take  care  to  insure 
that  all  criteria  are  fully  addressed  in 
the  application. 

4.  Applications  should  be  as  brief  and 
concise  as  is  consistent  with 
communication  to  the  reviewers.  Neither 
unduly  elaborate  applications  nor 
voluminous  supporting  documentation  is 
desired. 

5.  The  limited  amount  of  funds 
available  for  this  grant  may  indicate  the 
desirability  of  using  these  funds  as 
partial,  core  support  for  the  proposed 
project,  and  of  seeking  additional 
support  from  other  sources.  The 
availability,  potential  availability,  or 
hope  for  other  funds,  and  the  uses  to 
which  they  would  be  put,  should  be 
documented  in  the  application. 

6.  Initially,  the  grant  will  concentrate 
on  the  research  areas  outlined  above, 
but  it  is  expected  that  these  areas  may 
be  expanded  and  related  areas  may  be 
added  as  the  project  evolves.  As  this  is 
a  relatively  unexplored  area  for  policy 
research,  it  is  not  possible  to  foresee 
and  plan  for  this  evolution  in  detail. 
Consequently,  while  applications  should 
focus  on  the  areas  discussed,  they 
should  also  be  broad  enough  in  scope  to 
place  the  areas  in  context  and  to 


anticipate  possible  additional  work  in 
related  areas. 

7.  Criteria  for  evaluation.  Evaluation 
of  applications  will  employ  the 
following  criteria.  The  relative  weights 
are  shown  in  parenthesis. 

a.  The  potential  usefulness  of  the 
anticipated  results  of  the  proposed 
project  for  informing  the  development  of 
policy  relating  to  the  areas  discussed  in 
Section  A  above.  (15  points.) 

b.  Potential  usefulness  of  the  proposed 
project  for  the  advancement  of  scientific 
knowledge.  (15  points.) 

c.  Clarity  of  statement  of  objectives, 
methods,  and  anticipated  results.  (5 
points.) 

d.  Appropriateness  and  soundness  of 
methodology,  including  research  design, 
statistical  techniques,  modeling 
strategies,  choice  of  data,  and  other 
procedures.  (25  points.) 

e.  Reasonableness  of  estimated  cost  in 
relation  to  anticipated  results.  (5  points.) 

f.  Qualifications  and  experience  of 
personnel  (35  points.) 

8.  Nothing  in  this  announcement 
should  be  construed  as  committing  the 
Assistant  Secretary  to  dividing 
available  funds  among  all  qualified 
applicants. 

F.  Applications  Sent  by  Mail 

Applications  sent  by  mail  will  be 
considered  to  be  received  on  time  by  the 
Grants  Officer  if  the  application  was 
sent  by  registered  or  certified  mail  and 
mailed  not  later  than  August  15, 1980,  as 
evidenced  by  the  U.S.  Postal  Service 
postmark  on  the  wrapper  or  envelope,  or 
on  the  original  receipt  from  the  U.S. 
Postal  Service. 

G.  Hand-Delivered  Applications 

An  application  to  be  hand-delivered 
must  be  taken  to  the  grants  Officer  at 
the  address  listed  at  the  end  of  this 
announcement.  Hand-delivered 
applications  will  be  accepted  daily 
during  normal  business  hours  (between 
the  hours  of  9:00  a.m.  and  5:30  p.m., 
Washington,  D.C.,  time),  except 
Saturdays,  Sundays,  or  federal  holidays. 
Applications  will  not  be  accepted  after 
the  close  of  business  on  August  15, 1980. 

H.  Disposition  of  Applications 

1.  Approval,  disapproval,  or  deferral 
On  the  basis  of  the  review  of  an 
application,  the  Assistant  Secretary  will 
either  (a)  approve  the  application  in 
whole  or  in  part,  for  such  amount  of 
funds  and  subject  to  such  conditions  as 
are  deemed  necessary  or  desirable  for 
the  completion  of  the  approved  project; 
(b)  disapprove  the  application;  or  (c) 
defer  action  on  the  application  for  such 
reasons  as  lack  of  funds  or  a  need  for 
further  review. 


2.  Notification  of  Disposition.  The 
Assistant  Secretary  will  notify  the 
applicants  of  the  disposition  of  their 
application.  A  signed  notification  of 
grant  award  will  be  issued  to  notify  the 
applicant  of  the  approved  project 
application. 

I.  Application  Instructions  and  Forms 

Questions  concerning  the  preceding 
information,  copies  of  application  forms, 
and  applicable  regulations  shall  be 
obtained  from,  or  submitted  to:  Grants 
Officer,  Office  of  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Planning  and  Evaluation, 
Department  of  Health  and  Human 
Services,  200  Independence  Avenue, 
SW.,  Room  457F,  Hubert  H.  Humphrey 
Building,  Washington,  D.C.  20201. 

Dated:  July  11, 1980. 

John  L.  Palmer, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Planning  and 
Evaluation. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21273  Filed  7-15-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  4110-12-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs 

Approval  of  Petition  for  Reassumption 
of  Jurisdiction  over  Indian  Child 
Custody  Proceedings  by  the  Spokane 
Tribe 

July  10, 1980. 

agency:  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs, 
Interior. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  approval  of  petition 
for  resassumption  of  jurisdiction  over 
Indian  child  custody  proceedings. 

summary:  The  Spokane  tribe  has  filed  a 
petition  with  the  Interior  Department  to 
reassume  exclusive  jurisdiction  over 
child  custody  proceedings  involving 
Indian  children  who  reside  or  are 
domiciled  on  the  Spokane  Reservation 
in  Washington.  The  Assistant 
Secretary — Indian  Affairs  has  reviewed 
the  petition  and  determined  that  tribal 
exercise  of  jurisdiction  is  feasible  and 
that  the  tribe  has  a  suitable  plan  for 
exercising  such  jurisdiction.  This  notice 
constitutes  the  official  approval  of  the 
Spokane  tribe’s  petition  by  the  Interior 
Department. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  The  Spokane  tribe  shall 
reassume  exclusive  jurisdiction 
September  15, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Office  of  the  Regional  Solicitor, 
Department  of  the  Interior,  Lloyd  500 
Building,  Suite  607,  500  N.E.  Multnomah 
Street,  Portland,  Oregon  97232, 
telephone  (503)  231-2125. 

SUPPLMENT ARY  INFORMATION:  The 
authority  for  the  Assistant  Secretary— 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  45,  No.  139  /  Thursday,  July  17,  1980  /  Notices 


47927 


Indian  Affairs  to  publish  this  notice  is 
contained  in  25  U.S.C.  1918(c),  25  C.F.R. 
13.14,  and  209  DM  8. 

The  principal  author  of  this  document 
is  Louise  Zokan,  Division  of  Social 
Services,  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs, 
Department  of  the  Interior,  Washington, 
D.C. 

Section  108  of  the  Indian  Child 
Welfare  Act  of  1978,  Pub.  L.  95-608, 92 
Stat.  3074,  25  U.S.C.  1918,  authorizes 
Indian  tribes  that  occupy  a  reservation 
as  defined  in  25  U.S.C.  1903(10)  over 
which  a  state  asserts  jurisdiction  over 
Indian  child  custody  proceedings 
pursuant  to  federal  statute  to  reassume 
jurisdiction  over  such  proceedings. 

To  reassume  such  jurisdiction  a  tribe 
must  first  file  a  petition  in  the  manner 
prescribed  in  25  CFR  Part  13.  The 
petition  is  then  reviewed  by  the  Interior 
Department  using  criteria  set  out  in  25 
CFR  13.12.  If  the  Department  finds  that 
the  tribe  has  submitted  a  suitable  plan 
and  that  tribal  exercise  of  jurisdiction  is 
feasible,  the  petition  is  approved  by 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register. 
Tribal  reassumption  becomes  effective 
September  15, 1980. 

Notice  that  the  Spokane  tribe  had 
submitted  a  petition  for  reassumption  of 
jurisdiction  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  April  15, 1980  FR  Vol.  45  No. 
74.  The  following  notice  is  based  on  the 
Interior  Department’s  review  of  that 
petition: 

Notice 

This  is  notice  that  a  petition  for  tribal 
reassumption  of  jurisdiction  over  Indian 
child  custody  proceedings  filed  by  the 
Spokane  Tribe  is  approved  effective 
September  15, 1980. 

The  geographic  area  subject  to  the 
reassumption  of  jurisdiction  is  the  land 
known  as  the  Spokane  Indian 
Reservation. 

Ralph  R.  Reeser, 

Acting  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary — Indian 
Affairs. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21286  Filed  7-16-80  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4310-02-M 


Bureau  of  Land  Management 
[Survey  Group  653] 

Colorado;  Filing  of  Plats  of  Survey 

July  1, 1980. 

Plat  of  survey  of  the  following 
described  lands  accepted  May  19, 1980 
will  be  officially  filed  in  the  Colorado 
State  Office,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  Denver,  Colorado, 
effective  August  29, 1980. 

Sixth  Principal  Meridian, 

T.  5  S.,  R.  89Vfe  W. 


This  plat  represents  a  dependent 
resurvey  of  a  portion  of  the  east 
boundary,  a  portion  of  the  subdivisional 
lines,  and  the  survey  of  the  section  line 
between  sections  1  and  12. 

This  survey  was  executed  to  meet 
certain  administrative  needs  of  the 
Bureau. 

All  inquiries  about  this  land  should  be 
sent  to  the  Colorado  State  Office. 

Bureau  of  Land  Management,  Room  700, 
Colorado  State  Bank  Building,  1600 
Broadway,  Denver,  Colorado  80202. 
George  C.  Hinton, 

Chief  Public  Affairs. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21121  Filed  7-16-80  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-M 


Montana;  Dillon  Resource  Area,  Off- 
Road  Vehicle  Travel,  Draft 
Environmental  Assessment 

July  9, 198a 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  public 
comments  are  being  accepted  until 
August  30, 1980,  on  proposed  motor 
vehicle  travel  designations  in  the  Dillon 
Resource  Area,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  43  CFR  Part  8342.1  and 
Executive  Orders  11644  and  11989.  A 
Draft  Environmental  Assessment  Record 
analyzes  the  consequences  of  managing 
motorized  travel  on  954,626  acres  of 
public  lands  in  the  Dillon  Resource  Area 
according  to  the  off-road  vehicle  travel 
program  initiated  in  the  Dillon 
Management  Framework  Plan.  All 
public  lands  will  be  designated  and 
managed  as  either  open,  limited  or 
closed  to  off-road  vehicles  for  all  or 
portions  of  the  year.  These  designations 
will  become  effective  on  December  1, 
1980. 

The  assessment  presents  a  proposed 
action  and  two  alternative  actions.  The 
proposed  action  designated  711,904 
acres  of  open  to  motorized  travel,  9,902 
acres  closed  to  motorized  travel  and 
123,618  acres  where  motorized  travel  is 
limited.  Existing  restrictions  on  109,202 
acres  would  remain  unchanged.  Winter 
over-snow  travel  would  be  permitted  on 
819,157  acres. 

The  no  action  alternative  would 
designate  784,927  acres  open.  The 
existing  restrictions  which  restrict  travel 
on  the  remaining  area  would  continue  to 
be  enforced.  The  limited  alternative 
would  designate  all  public  lands  in  the 
Dillon  Resource  Area  (954,626  acresj 
restricted  from  cross-country  travel  and 
would  restrict  winter  travel  on  135,467 
acres. 

These  designations  are  to  protect  soil, 
watershed,  vegetation  and  wildlife 
resources  and  to  minimize  possible 
conflicts  with  other  receational  uses. 
The  Environmental  Assessment  Record 


details  specific  areas  with  proposed 
travel  restrictions,  the  reasons  for  these 
restrictions,  and  the  environmental 
effects  of  these  designations. 

Four  public  participation  meetings  are 
scheduled  to  present  our  proposal  and 
to  provide  the  public  with  the 
opportunity  to  comment  and  make 
suggestions.  These  will  be  held  in: 

Butte,  Montana — 7  p.m.,  August  4, 1980, 
BLM  Office,  Butte  Industrial  Park 
Dillon,  Montana — 7  p.m.,  August  5, 1980, 
St  Rose  Family  Center  Multipurpose 
Room 

Sheridan,  Montana — 7  p.m.,  August  6, 
1980,  Bethany  Hall,  Methodist  Church 
Lima,  Montana — 7  p.m.,  August  7, 1980, 
Lima  Multipurpose  Room 
Copies  of  the  Dillon  Off-Road  Vehicle 
Travel  Draft  Environmental  Assessment 
Record  and  additional  information  can 
be  obtained  from  the  Dillon  Resource 
Area  Office,  P.O.  Box  1048,  Dillon, 
Montana  59725. 

Michael ).  Penfold, 

State  Director. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21299  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-M 


[AA-6658-A] 

Alaska  Native  Claims  Selection 

On  June  24, 1974,  Kluti-Kaah 
Corporation,  for  the  Native  village  of 
Copper  Center,  filed  selection 
application  AA-6658-A  under  the 
provisions  of  Sec.  12  of  the  Alaska 
Native  Claims  Settlement  Act  of 
December  18, 1971  (85  Stat.  688,  701;  43 
U.S.C.  1601, 1611)  (ANCSA),  for  the 
surface  estate  of  certain  lands  in  the 
vicinity  of  Copper  Center,  Alaska. 

As  to  the  lands  described  below,  the 
village  selection  application,  as 
amended,  is  properly  filed  and  meets  the 
requirements  of  the  Alaska  Native 
Claims  Settlement  Act  and  of  the 
regulations  issued  pursuant  thereto. 
These  lands  do  not  include  any  lawful 
entry  perfected  under  or  being 
maintained  in  compliance  with  laws 
leading  to  acquisition  of  title. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing,  the  surface 
estate  of  the  following  described  lands, 
selected  pursuant  to  Sec.  12(a)  of 
ANCSA,  aggregating  117.77  acres,  is 
considered  proper  for  acquisition  by 
Kluti-Kaah  Corporation  and  is  hereby 
approved  for  conveyance  pursuant  to 
Sec.  14(a)  of  ANCSA: 

U.S.  Survey  2186,  Alaska,  situated  in  Sec.  12, 

T.  2  N„  R.  1 W.,  and  Secs.  7  and  18.  T.  2  N., 
R.  1 E.,  of  the  Copper  River  Meridian. 

Containing  49.83  acres. 

T.  2  N„  R.  1  W.  [Partially  Surveyed) 

Sec.  12,  lots  7  and  10. 

Containing  67.94  acres. 
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Aggregating  117.77  acres. 

The  conveyance  issued  for  the  surface 
estate  of  the  lands  described  above 
shall  contain  the  following  reservations 
to  the  United  States: 

1.  The  subsurface  estate  therein,  and 
all  rights,  privileges,  immunities,  and 
appurtenances,  of  whatsoever  nature, 
accruing  unto  said  estate  pursuant  to  the 
Alaska  Native  Claims  Settlement  Act  of 
December  18, 1971  (85  Stat.  688,  704;  43 
U.S.C.  1601, 1613(f));  and 

2.  Pursuant  to  Sec.  17(b)  of  the  Alaska 
Native  Claims  Settlement  Act  of 
December  18, 1971  (85  Stat.  688,  708;  43 
U.S.C.  1601, 1616(b)),  the  following 
public  easements,  referenced  by 
easement  identification  number  (EIN)  on 
the  easement  map  attached  to  this 
document,  copy  of  which  will  be  found 
in  casefile  AA-6658-EE,  are  reserved  to 
the  United  States.  All  easements  are 
subject  to  applicable  Federal,  State,  or 
Municipal  corporation  regulation.  The 
following  is  a  listing  of  uses  allowed  for 
each  type  of  easement.  Any  uses  which 
are  not  specifically  listed  are  prohibited. 

50  Foot  Trail — The  uses  allowed  on  a 
fifty  (50)  foot  wide  trail  easement  are: 
travel  by  foot,  dogsled,  animals, 
snowmobiles,  two  and  three-wheel 
vehicles,  small  and  large  all-terrain 
vehicles,  track  vehicles  and  four-wheel 
drive  vehicles. 

60  Foot  Road— The  uses  allowed  on  a 
sixty  (60)  foot  wide  road  easement  are: 
travel  by  foot,  dogsled,  snowmobiles, 
two  and  three-wheel  vehicles,  small  and 
large  all-terrain  vehicles,  track  vehicles 
and  four-wheel  drive  vehicles. 

a.  (EIN  11  C3,  C5,  Dl,  D9,  L)  An 
easement  sixty  (60)  feet  in  width  for  an 
existing  road  from  the  Copper  Center 
Area  in  Sec.  12,  T.  2  N.,  R.  1  W„  Copper 
River  Meridian,  southwesterly  to  site 
EIN  10a  C5,  on  the  Klutina  River  near 
Klutina  Lake.  The  uses  allowed  are 
those  listed  above  for  a  sixty  (60)  foot 
wide  road  easement. 

b.  (EIN  12  C5,  L)  An  easement  fifty 
(50)  feet  in  width  for  existing  powerlines 
and  telephone  lines  roughly  paralleling 
the  Richardson  Highway  from  Sec.  36,  T. 
3  N.,  R.  1  W.,  southerly  to  Sec.  28,  T.  1 
N.,  R.  1  E.,  Copper  River  Meridian.  The 
uses  allowed  are  those  associated  with 
operation  and  maintenance  of  power 
and  telephone  line  facilities. 

The  grant  of  the  above-described 
lands  shall  be  subject  to: 

1.  Valid  existing  rights  therein,  if  any, 
including  but  not  limited  to  those 
created  by  any  lease  (including  a  lease 
issued  under  Sec.  6(g)  of  the  Alaska 
Statehood  Act  of  July  7, 1958  (72  Stat. 
339,  341;  48  U.S.C.  Ch.  2,  Sec.  6(g))), 
contract,  permit,  right-of-way,  or 
easement,  and  the  right  of  the  lessee, 


contractee,  permittee,  or  grantee  to  the 
complete  enjoyment  of  all  rights, 
privileges,  and  benefits  thereby  granted 
to  him.  Further,  pursuant  to  Sec.  17(b)(2) 
of  the  Alaska  Native  Claims  Settlement 
Act  of  December  18, 1971  (43  U.S.C. 

1601, 1616(b)(2)  (ANCSA),  any  valid 
existing  right  recognized  by  ANCSA 
shall  continue  to  have  whatever  right  of 
access  as  is  now  provided  for  under 
existing  law; 

2.  Requirements  of  Sec.  14(c)  of  the 
Alaska  Native  Claims  Settlement  Act  of 
December  18, 1971  (85  Stat.  688,  703;  43 
U.S.C.  1601, 1613(c)),  that  the  grantee 
hereunder  convey  those  portions,  if  any, 
of  the  lands  hereinabove  granted,  as  are 
prescribed  in  said  section; 

3.  An  easement  for  highway  purposes, 
including  appurtenant  protective,  scenic 
and  service  areas,  extending  one 
hundred  fifty  (150)  feet  each  side  of  the 
centerline  of  the  Richardson  Highway, 
as  established  by  Public  Land  Order 
1613  (23  F.R.  2376),  pursuant  to  the  Act 
of  August  1, 1956  (70  Stat.  898)  and 
transferred  to  the  State  of  Alaska 
pursuant  to  the  Alaska  Omnibus  Act, 

P.L.  86-70  (73  Stat.  141),  located  in  the 
following  lands:  U.S.  Survey  2186. 

Copper  River  Meridian,  Alaska 

T.  2  N.,  R.  1 W. 

Sec.  12,  lot  7. 

4.  An  access  road  right-of-way  fifty 
(50)  feet  in  width  granted  to  Alyeska 
Pipeline  Service  Company  pursuant  to 
Sec.  28,  of  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act  (30 

U. S.C.  185),  as  amended,  November  16, 
1973  (87  Stat.  576),  more  specifically 
identified  as  follows:  AA-9166,  located 
in  U.S.  Survey  2186  and  lot  10,  Sec.  12,  T. 
2  N.,  R.  1  W.,  Copper  River  Meridian. 

5.  An  easement  and  right-of-way  to 
operate,  maintain,  repair  and  patrol  an 
overhead  open  wire  and  underground 
communication  line  or  lines,  and 
appurtenances  thereto,  in,  on,  over  and 
across  a  strip  of  land  fifty  (50)  feet  in 
width,  lying  twenty-five  (25)  feet  on 
each  side  of  the  centerline  of  the  Alaska 
Communication  System’s  open  wire  or 
pole  line  and/or  buried  communication 
cableline,  conveyed  to  RCA  Alaska 
Communications,  Inc.  by  Easement 
Deed  dated  January  10, 1971,  AA-6188, 
pursuant  to  the  Alaska  Communications 
Disposal  Act  (81  Stat.  441;  40  U.S.C.  771, 
et  seq.)  located  in  U.S.  Survey  2186  and 
lot  7,  Sec.  12,  T.  2  N.,  R.  1  W.,  Copper 
River  Meridian. 

Kluti-Kaah  Corporation  is  entitled  to 
conveyance  of  115,200  acres  of  land 
selected  pursuant  to  Sec.  12(a)  of 
ANCSA.  Together  with  the  lands  herein 
approved,  the  total  acreage  conveyed  or 
approved  for  conveyance  is  106,756.46 
acres.  The  remaining  entitlement  of 


approximately  8,443.54  acres  will  be 
conveyed  at  a  later  date. 

Pursuant  to  Sec.  14(f)  of  ANCSA, 
conveyance  of  the  subsurface  estate  of 
the  lands  described  above  shall  be 
issued  to  AHTNA,  Inc.  when  the  surface 
estate  is  conveyed  to  Kluti-Kaah 
Corporation,  and  shall  be  subject  to  the 
same  conditions  as  the  surface 
conveyance. 

There  are  no  inland  water  bodies 
considered  to  be  navigable  within  the 
above  lands. 

In  accordance  with  Departmental 
regulation  43  CFR  2650.7(d),  notice  of 
this  decision  is  being  published  once  in 
the  Federal  Register  and  once  a  week, 
for  four  (4)  consecutive  weeks,  in  the 
Copper  Valley  Views.  Any  party 
claiming  a  property  interest  in  lands 
affected  by  this  decision,  an  agency  of 
the  Federal  government,  or  regional 
corporation  may  appeal  the  decision  to 
the  Alaska  Native  Claims  Appeal  Board, 
P.O.  Box  2433,  Anchorage,  Alaska  99510 
with  a  copy  served  upon  both  the 
Bureau  of  Land  Management,  Alaska 
State  Office,  701  C  Street,  Box  13, 
Anchorage,  Alaska  99513  and  the 
Regional  Solicitor,  Office  of  the 
Solicitor,  510  L  Street,  Suite  408, 
Anchorage,  Alaska  99501.  The  time 
limits  for  filing  an  appeal  are: 

1.  Parties  receiving  service  of  this 
decision  shall  have  30  days  from  the 
receipt  of  this  decision  to  file  an  appeal. 

2.  Unknown  parties,  parties  unable  to 
be  located  after  reasonable  efforts  have 
been  expended  to  locate,  and  parties 
who  failed  or  refused  to  sign  the  return 
receipt  shall  have  until  August  18, 1980 
to  file  an  appeal. 

Any  party  known  or  unknown  who  is 
adversely  affected  by  this  decision  shall 
be  deemed  to  have  waived  those  rights 
which  were  adversely  affected  unless  an 
appeal  is  timely  filed  with  the  Alaska 
Native  Claims  Appeal  Board. 

To  avoid  summary  dismissal  of  the 
appeal,  there  must  be  strict  compliance 
with  the  regulations  governing  such 
appeals.  Further  information  on  the 
manner  of  and  requirements  for  filing  an 
appeal  may  be  obtained  from  the  Bureau 
of  Land  Management,  701  C  Street,  Box 
13,  Anchorage,  Alaska  99513. 

If  an  appeal  is  taken,  the  parties  to  be 
served  with  a  copy  of  the  notice  of 
appeal  are: 

Kluti-Kaah  Corporation,  Drawer  G, 

Copper  Center,  Alaska  99573; 

AHTNA,  Inc.,  Drawer  G,  Copper  Center, 

Alaska  99573. 

Terry  Hassett, 

Acting  Chief,  Branch  of  Adjudication. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21378  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am] 
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[F-19154-9,  F-19154-10,  and  F-19154-11] 

Alaska  Native  Claims  Selections 

This  decision  approves  lands  near 
Ambler  for  conveyance  to  NANA 
Regional  Corporation,  Inc. 

On  November  14, 1974,  NANA 
Regional  Corporation,  Inc.  filed 
selection  applications  F-19154-9,  F- 
19154-10  and  F-19154-11  under  the 
provisions  of  Sec.  12(c)  of  the  Alaska 
Native  Claims  Settlement  Act  of' 
December  18, 1971  (85  Stat.  688,  701;  43 
U.S.C.  1601, 1611(c)  (1976))  (ANCSA),  for 
the  surface  and  subsurface  estates  of 
certain  lands  withdrawn  pursuant  to 
Sec.  11(a)(1)  for  the  Native  village  of 
Ambler. 

NANA  Regional  Corporation,  Inc.,  in 
its  application  F-19154-9,  excluded  the 
following  body  of  water: 

Deadend  slough  of  Kobuk  River  located  in  T. 
19  N.,  R.  5  E.,  Kateel  River  Meridian. 

Because  this  water  body  had  been 
determined  to  be  nonnavigable,  it  is 
considered  to  be  public  lands 
withdrawn  under  Sec.  11(a)(1)  and 
available  for  selection  by  the  region 
pursuant  to  Sec.  12(c)(3)  of  the  Alaska 
Native  Claims  Settlement  Act. 

Section  12(c)(3)  and  43  CFR  2652.3(c) 
provide  that  the  regional  corporation 
shall  select  all  available  lands  within 
the  township.  The  regulations  also 
provide  that  the  area  selected  will  not 
be  considered  to  be  reasonably  compact 
if  it  excludes  other  lands  available  for 
selection  within  its  exterior  boundaries. 

For  these  reasons,  the  water  body 
which  was  improperly  excluded  in  the 
application  of  NANA  Regional 
Corporation,  Inc.  is  considered  selected. 

As  to  the  lands  described  below,  the 
applications  are  properly  filed  and  meet 
the  requirements  of  the  Alaska  Native 
Claims  Settlement  Act  and  of  the 
regulations  issued  pursuant  thereto. 
These  lands  do  not  include  any  lawful 
entry  perfected  under  or  being 
maintained  in  compliance  with  laws 
leading  to  acquisition  of  title. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing,  the  surface 
and  subsurface  estates  of  the  following 
described  lands,  selected  pursuant  to 
Sec.  12(c)  of  ANCSA,  aggregating 
approximately  65,599  acres,  are 
considered  proper  for  acquisition  by 
NANA  Regional  Corporation,  Inc.  and 
are  hereby  approved  for  conveyance 
pursuant  to  Sec.  14(e)  of  ANCSA: 

U.S.  Survey  No.  4392,  Alaska,  Tract  "D”, 
situated  on  the  right  bank  of  the  Kobuk 
River,  that  portion  lying  within  protracted 
Sec.  36,  T.  20  N.,  R.  4  E.,  Kateel  River 
Meridian. 

Containing  approximately  121  acres. 

U.S.  Survey  No.  5013,  Alaska,  located  at  the 
Native  village  of  Ambler,  Alaska,  that 


portion  lying  within  protracted  Sec.  36,  T. 

20  N.,  R.  4  E.,  Kateel  River  Meridian. 

Containing  approximately  7  acres. 

Aggregating  approximately  128  acres. 

Kateel  River  Meridian,  Alaska  (Unsurveyed) 

T.  20  N..  R.  4  E. 

Secs.  1  to  12,  inclusive,  all; 

Sec.  13,  excluding  Native  allotment  F-15639 
Parcel  B; 

Secs.  14  to  34,  inclusive,  all; 

Sec.  35,  excluding  Native  allotments  F- 
16793  Parcel  A  and  F-16795; 

Sec.  36,  excluding  U.S.  Survey  4392,  U.S. 
Survey  5013  and  Native  allotment  F- 
16795. 

Containing  approximately  22,257  acres. 

T.  19  N.,  R.  5  E. 

Secs.  1,  2  and  3,  all; 

Sec.  4,  excluding  Native  allotment  F-15633 
and  the  Kobuk  River; 

Sec.  5,  excluding  Native  allotments  F- 
15633,  F-15632  and  the  Kobuk  River; 

Sec.  6,  excluding  U.S.  Survey  4392,  Native 
allotments  F-16208,  F-031389  and  the 
Kobuk  River  and  its  interconnecting 
slough; 

Sec.  7,  excluding  Native  allotments  F- 
031389,  F-16208,  F-19587  and  the  Kobuk 
River; 

Sec.  8,  excluding  Native  allotments  F-16792 
and  F-16800; 

Sec.  9,  excluding  Native  allotments  F- 
16800,  F-16794,  F-18003  Parcel  B  and  the 
Kobuk  River; 

Sec.  10.  excluding  Native  allotment  F-18003 
Parcel  B  and  the  Kobuk  River; 

Secs.  11  to  14,  inclusive,  all; 

Sec.  15,  excluding  the  Kobuk  River; 

Sec.  16,  excluding  Native  allotment  F-16794 
and  the  Kobuk  River; 

Sec.  17,  excluding  Native  allotment  F- 
16794; 

Sec.  18,  excluding  Native  allotment  F- 
19587; 

Secs.  19  and  20,  all; 

Secs.  21,  22  and  23,  excluding  the  Kobuk 
River; 

Sec.  24,  all; 

Sec.  25,  excluding  the  interconnecting 
slough  of  the  Kobuk  River; 

Sec.  26,  excluding  Native  allotment  F-18005 
Parcel  B  and  the  Kobuk  River  and  its 
interconnecting  slough; 

Secs.  27  and  28,  excluding  the  Kobuk  River; 

Secs.  29  to  33,  inclusive,  all; 

Sec.  34,  excluding  Native  allotment  F-13024 
and  the  interconnecting  slough  of  the 
Kobuk  River; 

Sec.  35,  excluding  Native  allotment  F-13024 
and  the  Kobuk  River  and  its 
interconnecting  sloughs; 

Sec.  36,  excluding  Native  allotment  F-18095 
Parcel  A  and  the  Kobuk  River  and  its 
interconnecting  slough. 

Containing  approximately  20,364  acres. 

T.  21  N..  R.  5  E. 

Secs.  1  to  31,  inclusive,  excluding  the 
Redstone  River, 

Secs.  32  and  33,  excluding  Native  allotment 
F-17805; 

Secs.  34,  35  and  36,  all. 

Containing  approximately  22,850  acres. 

Aggregating  approximately  65,471  acres. 

Total  aggregated  acreage  approximately 
65,599  acres. 


The  conveyance  issued  for  thte  surface 
and  subsurface  estates  of  the  lands 
described  above  shall  contain  the 
following  reservation  to  the  the  United 
States: 

Pursuant  to  Sec.  17(b)  of  the  Alaska 
Native  Claims  Settlement  Act  of 
December  18, 1971  (85  Stat.  688,  708;  43 
U.S.C.  1601, 1616(b)),  the  following 
public  easements,  referenced  by 
easement  identification  number  (EIN)  on 
the  basement  maps  attached  to  this 
document,  copies  of  which  will  be  found 
in  case  files  F-22361-9,  F-22361-10  and 
F-22361-11,  are  reserved  to  the  United 
States.  All  easements  are  subject  to 
applicable  Federal,  State,  or  Municipal 
corporation  regulation.  The  following  is 
a  listing  of  uses  allowed  for  each  type  of 
easement.  Any  use  which  are  not 
specifically  listed  are  prohibited. 

25  Foot  Trail— The  uses  allowed  on  a 
twenty-five  (25)  foot  wide  trail  easement 
are:  travel  by  foot,  dogsled,  animals, 
snowmobiles,  two  and  three  wheel 
vehicles,  and  small  all-terrain  vehicles 
(less  than  3,000  lbs.  Gross  Vehicle 
Weight  (GVW)). 

a.  (EIN  1  C4,  C5,  Dl)  An  easement  for 
an  existing  access  trail  twenty-five  (25) 
feet  in  width  from  Sec.  18,  T.  20  N.,  R.  3 
E.,  Kateel  River  Meridian,  southeasterly 
through  Ambler  Village  to  Shungnak 
and  Kobuk  Villages.  The  uses  allowed 
are  those  listed  above  for  a  twenty-five 
(25)  foot  wide  trail  easement.  The 
season  of  use  will  be  limited  to  winter. 

b.  (EIN  2  C5)  an  easement  for  an 
existing  access  trail  twenty-five  (25)  feet 
in  width  from  Ambler  in  Sec.  31,  T.  20 
N.,  R.  5  E.,  Kateel  River  Meridian,  using 
the  frozen  Kobuk  River,  in  part,  then 
continuing  southwesterly  to  public 
lands.  The  uses  allowed  are  those  listed 
above  for  a  twenty-five  (25)  foot  wide 
trail  easement.  The  season  of  use  will  be 
limited  to  winter. 

The  grant  of  the  above-described 
lands  shall  be  subject  to: 

1.  Issuance  of  a  patent  confirming  the 
boundary  description  of  the  unsurveyed 
lands  hereinabove  granted  after 
approval  and  filing  by  the  Bureau  of 
Land  Management  of  the  official  plat  of 
survey  covering  such  lands;  and 

2.  Valid  existing  rights  herein,  if  any, 
including  but  not  limited  to  those 
created  by  any  lease  (including  a  lease 
issued  under  Sec.  6(g)  of  the  Alaska 
Statehood  Act  of  July  7, 1958  (72  Stat. 
339,  341;  48  U.S.C.  Ch.  2,  Sec  6(g))), 
contract,  permit,  right-of-way,  or 
easement,  and  the  right  of  the  lessee, 
contractee,  permittee,  or  grantee  to  the 
complete  enjoyment  of  all  rights, 
privileges,  and  benefits  thereby  granted 
to  him.  Further,  pursuant  to  Sec.  17(b)(2j 
of  the  Alaska  Native  Claims  Settlement 
Act  of  December  18, 1971  (43  U.S.C. 
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1601, 1616(b)(2))  (ANCSA),  any  valid 
existing  right  recognized  by  ANCSA 
shall  continue  to  have  whatever  right  of 
access  as  is  now  provided  for  under 
existing  law. 

NANA  Regional  Corporation,  Inc.  is 
entitled  to  conveyance  of  a  minimum  of 
731,242  acres  of  land  selected  pursuant 
to  Sec.  12(c)  of  ANCSA.  Together  with 
the  lands  herein  approved, 
approximately  106,546  acres  of  this 
entitlement  have  been  approved  for 
conveyance;  the  remaining  entitlement 
will  be  conveyed  at  a  later  date. 

Within  the  above  described  lands, 
only  the  following  inland  water  bodies 
are  considered  to  be  navigable: 

Kobuk  River  and  its  interconnecting  sloughs; 

Redstone  River  and  its  interconnecting 

sloughs. 

In  accordance  with  Departmental 
regulation  43  CFR  2650.7(d),  notice  of 
this  decision  is  being  published  once  in 
the  Federal  Register  and  once  a  week, 
for  four  (4)  consecutive  weeks,  in  the 
TUNDRA  TIMES.  Any  party  claiming  a 
property  interest  in  lands  affected  by 
this  decision,  an  agency  of  the  Federal 
Government,  or  regional  corporation 
may  appeal  the  decision  to  the  Alaska 
Native  Claims  Appeal  Board,  P.O.  Box 
2433,  Anchorage,  Alaska  99510  with  a 
copy  served  upon  both  the  Bureau  of 
Land  Management,  Alaska  State  Office, 
701  C  Street,  Box  13,  Anchorage,  Alaska 
99513  and  the  Regional  Solicitor,  Office 
of  the  Solicitor,  510  L  Street,  Suite  408. 
Anchorage,  Alaska  99501.  The  time 
limits  for  filing  an  appeal  are: 

1.  Parties  receiving  service  of  this 
decision  shall  have  30  days  from  the 
receipt  of  this  decision  to  file  an  appeal. 

2.  Unknown  parties,  parties  unable  to 
be  located  after  reasonable  efforts  have 
been  expended  to  locate,  and  parties 
who  failed  or  refused  to  sign  the  return 
receipt  shall  have  until  August  18, 1980 
to  file  an  appeal. 

Any  party  known  or  unknown  who  is 
,  adversely  affected  by  this  decision  shall 
be  deemed  to  have  waived  those  rights 
which  were  adversely  affected  unless  an 
appeal  is  timely  filed  with  the  Alaska 
Native  Claims  Appeal  Board. 

To  avoid  summary  dismissal  of  the 
appeal,  there  must  be  strict  compliance 
with  the  regulations  governing  such 
appeals.  Further  information  on  the 
manner  of  and  requirements  for  filing  an 
appeal  may  be  obtained  from  the  Bureau 
of  Land  Management,  701  C  Street,  Box 
13,  Anchorage,  Alaska  99513. 

If  an  appeal  is  taken,  the  party  to  be 
served  with  a  copy  of  the  notice  of 
appeal  is:  NANA  Regional  Corporation, 


Inc.,  P.O.  Box  49,  Kotzebue,  Alaska 
99752. 

Terry  R.  Hassett, 

Acting  Chief,  Branch  of  Adjudication. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21379  Filed  7-18-80;  8:45  am] 
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[F-14828-A  through  F-14828-K] 

Alaska  Native  Claims  Selections 

This  decision  rejects  14(h)(1)  selection 
and  State  selection  of  lands  near 
Ambler  and  approves  lands  in  the  area 
of  Ambler  for  conveyance  to  NANA 
Regional  Corporation,  Inc. 

Ivisaapaagmiit  Corporation,  for  the 
Native  Village  of  Ambler,  filed  selection 
applications  F-14828-A,  as  amended,  on 
January  3, 1974,  and  F-14828-B  through 
K  on  November  14, 1974,  under  the 
provisions  of  Sec.  12  of  the  Alaska 
Native  Claims  Settlement  Act  of 
December  18, 1971  (85  Stat.  688,  701;  43 
U.S.C.  1601, 1611  (1976))  (ANCSA),  for 
the  surface  estate  of  certain  lands  in  the 
vicinity  of  Ambler. 

On  April  16, 1976,  in  accordance  with 
Title  10,  Chapter  05  of  the  Alaska 
Business  Corporation  Act,  and  as 
authorized  by  Public  Law  94-204,  Sec.  30 
(89  Stat.  1148),  the  following  Native 
village  corporations  and  NANA 
Regional  Corporation,  Inc.  merged,  with 
NANA  Regional  Corporation,  Inc.  being 
the  surviving  corporation: 

Akuliak  Incorporated  (Selawik); 
Buckland  Nunachiak  Corporation 
(Buckland); 

Deering  Ipnatchiak  Corporation 
(Deering); 

Ivisaapaagmitt  Corporation  (Ambler); 
Isingmakmeut  Incorporated  (Shungnak); 
Katyaak  Corporation  (Kiana); 

Kivalina  Sinuakmeut  Corporation 
(Kivalina); 

Koovukmeut  Incorporated  (Kobuk); 
Noatak  Napaaktukmeut  Corporation 
(Noatak); 

Putoo  Corporation  (Noorvik). 

1. 14(h)(1)  Selection  Rejected 

On  December  18, 1975,  NANA 
Regional  Corporation,  Inc.  filed 
selection  application  F-22336,  pursuant 
to  Sec.  14(h)(1)  of  ANCSA.  Section  14(h) 
and  Departmental  regulations  issued 
thereunder  authorize  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  to  withdraw  and  convey 
only  unreserved  and  unappropriated 
public  lands.  Since  the  lands 
encompassed  in  the  subject  Sec.  14(h)(1) 
application  had  been  properly  selected 
by  Ivisaapaagmiit  Corporation  under 
Sec.  12  of  NACSA,  these  lands  were  not 
unreserved  or  unappropriated  at  the 
time  of  selection  by  NANA  Regional 
Corporation,  Inc.  Therefore,  selection 
application  F-22336  must  be  and  is 


hereby  rejected  as  to  the  following 
described  lands: 

Kateel  River  Meridian,  Alaska  (Unsurveyed) 
T.  19  N„  R.  3  E. 

Sec.  12,  excluding  navigable  waters. 

T.  19  N„  R.4E. 

Sec.  7,  excluding  navigable  waters. 

Containing  approximately  1,148  acres. 

Selection  application  F-22336  will  be 
closed  of  record  when  this  decision 
becomes  final. 

II.  State  Selection  Application  Rejected 
in  Part 

On  November  14, 1978,  the  State  of 
Alaska  filed  general  purposes  selection 
application  F-44256,  as  amended,  for  all 
unpatented  land  in  the  east  half  of  T.  22 
N.,  R.  5  E.,  Kateel  River  Meridian, 
pursuant  to  Sec.  6(b)  of  the  Alaska 
Statehood  Act  of  July  7, 1958  (72  Stat. 
339,  340;  48  U.S.C.  Ch.  2,  Sec.  6(b)). 
Section  6(b)  of  the  Alaska  Statehood 
Act  states  that  general  purposes 
selections  shall  be  made  from  the  public 
lands  of  the  United  States  in  Alaska 
which  are  vacant,  unappropriated,  and 
unreserved  at  the  time  of  their  selection. 

At  the  time  of  filing  of  the  State’s 
selection  application,  the  following 
lands  were  withdrawn  by  Sec.  11  of  the 
Alaska  Native  Claims  Settlement  Act 
(85  Stat.  688,  696;  43  U.S.C.  1601, 1610), 
and  properly  selected  pursuant  to  Sec. 
12  of  ANCSA  by  Ivisaapaagmiit 
Corporation  for  the  Native  village  of 
Ambler. 

Therefore,  in  view  of  the  above,  State 
selection  application  F-44256  is  hereby 
rejected  as  to  the  following  described 
lands: 

Kateel  River  Meridian,  Alaska  (Unsurveyed) 

T.  22  N.,  R.  5  E. 

Secs.  25  and  36,  all. 

Containing  approximately  1,280  acres. 

The  State-selected  lands  rejected 
above  were  not  validly  selected  and 
acreage  will  not  be  charged  against  the 
village  corporation  as  State-selected 
lands.  Further  action  on  the  subject 
State  selection  application  as  to  those 
lands  not  rejected  herein  will  be  taken 
at  a  later  date. 

As  to  the  lands  described  below,  the 
applications,  as  amended,  are  properly 
filed  and  meet  the  requirements  of  the 
Alaska  Native  Claims  Settlement  Act 
and  of  the  regulations  issued  pursuant 
thereto.  These  lands  do  not  include  any 
lawful  entry  perfected  under  or  being 
maintained  in  compliance  with  laws 
leading  to  acquisition  of  title. 

Section  14(f)  of  ANCSA  states  that 
where  the  surface  estate  is  conveyed 
pursuant  to  Sec.  14(a),  the  subsurface 
estate  will  be  conveyed  to  the  regional 
corporation  in  which  the  lands  are 
located.  As  surviving  corporation, 
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NANA  Regional  Corporation,  Inc.  will 
receive  title  to  both  the  surface  and 
subsurface  estates  in  the  lands 
conveyed  pursuant  to  Sec.  14(a). 

In  view  of  the  foregoing,  the  surface 
and  subsurface  estates  of  the  following 
described  lands,  selected  pursuant  to 
Sec.  12(a)  of  ANCSA,  aggregating 
approximately  88,454  acres,  are 
considered  proper  for  acquisition  by 
NANA  Regional  Corporation,  Inc.,  as 
successor  in  interest  to  Ivisaapaagmiit 
Corporation,  and  are  hereby  approved 
for  conveyance  pursuant  to  Secs.  14(a) 
and  14(f)  of  ANCSA: 

U.S.  Survey  No.  4392,  Alaska,  Tract  “D”, 
situated  on  the  right  bank  of  the  Kobuk 
River,  that  portion  lying  within  protracted 
Sec.  31,  T.  20  N.,  R.  5  E.,  Kateel  River 
Meridian. 

Containing  approximately  45  acres. 

U.S.  Survey  No.  4392,  Alaska,  Tract  “E’\ 
situated  on  the  right  bank  of  the  Kobuk 
River. 

Containing  108.08  acres. 

U.S.  Survey  No.  5013,  Alaska,  located  at  the 
Native  Village  of  Ambler,  Alaska,  that 
portion  lying  within  protracted  Sec.  31,  T. 

20  N.,  R.  5  E.,  Kateel  River  Meridian. 
Containing  approximately  81  acres. 
Aggregating  approximately  234  acres. 

Kateel  River  Meridian,  Alaska  (Unsurveyed) 
T.  19  N.,  R.  3  E. 

Secs.  1,  2  and  3,  excluding  the  Kobuk  River, 
Sec.  10,  all; 

Secs.  11  and  12,  excluding  the  Kobuk  River. 
Containing  approximately  3,535  acres. 

T.  20  N.,  R.  3  E. 

Secs.  1,  2  and  3,  all; 

Secs.  10  and  11,  excluding  Native  allotment 
F-18007  Parcel  A; 

Secs.  12  and  13,  all; 

Secs.  14  and  15,  excluding  Native  allotment 
F-18007  Parcel  A; 

Secs.  19  to  22,  inclusive,  excluding  the 
Kobuk  River; 

Secs.  23  and  24,  all; 

Sec.  25,  excluding  Native  allotment  F-18005 
Parcel  A; 

Sec.  26,  excluding  Native  allotment  F-18005 
Parcel  A  and  the  Kobuk  River  and  its 
interconnecting  slough; 

Secs.  27  and  28,  excluding  the  Kobuk  River; 
Sec.  29,  excluding  U.S.  Survey  4433,  Native 
allotment  F-18141  Parcel  A  and  the 
Kobuk  River; 

Sec.  30,  excluding  the  Kobuk  River; 

Sec.  31,  excluding  Native  allotment  F-18008 
and  the  Kobuk  Riven 
Secs.  32  and  33,  all; 

Sec.  34,  excluding  the  Kobuk  Riven 
Sec.  35,  excluding  Native  allotment  F-18003 
Parcel  A  and  the  Kobuk  River  and  its 
interconnecting  slough; 

Sec.  36,  all. 

Containing  approximately  15,768  acres. 

T.  21  N.,  R.  3  E. 

Secs.  35  and  36,  all. 

Containing  approximately  1,280  acres. 

T.  19  N.,  R.  4  E. 

Sec.  1,  excluding  Native  allotment  F-19197 
and  the  interconnecting  slough  of  the 
Kobuk  River; 


Sec.  2,  excluding  Native  allotment  F-19197; 

Sec.  3,  all; 

Secs.  4  to  10,  inclusive,  excluding  the 
Kobuk  River; 

Sec.  11,  excluding  Native  allotment  F- 
19197,  the  Kobuk  River  and  its 
interconnecting  slough; 

Sec.  12,  excluding  Native  allotments  F- 
19197  and  F-19587,  the  Kobuk  River  and 
its  interconnecting  slough; 

Sec.  13,  excluding  Native  allotment  F- 
19587; 

Secs.  14  and  15,  excluding  the  Kobuk  River; 

Secs.  16, 17  and  18,  all. 

Containing  approximately  10,283  acres. 

T.  21  N.,  R.  4  E. 

Secs.  13  to  36,  inclusive,  all. 

Containing  approximately  15,342  acres. 

T.  18  N.,  R.  5  E. 

Sec.  1,  excluding  Native  allotments  F-14210 
and  F-18095  Parcel  A  and  the  Kobuk 
River; 

Secs.  2,  3, 11  and  12,  excluding  the  Kobuk 
River  and  its  interconnecting  slough. 

Containing  approximately  3,059  acres. 

T.  20  N..  R.  5  E. 

Sec.  1,  all; 

Secs.  2  and  3,  excluding  Native  allotment 
F-12120; 

Sec.  4,  excluding  Native  allotment  F-17805; 

Secs.  5  to  8,  inclusive,  all; 

Sec.  9,  excluding  Native  allotments  F-15700 
and  F-023433  and  the  Ambler  River; 

Sec.  10,  excluding  Native  allotments  F- 
15700  and  F-12120  and  the  Ambler  River, 

Sec.  11,  excluding  Native  allotments  F- 
19586,  F-12120  and  F-16798  and  the 
Ambler  River, 

Sec.  12,  excluding  Native  allotments  F- 
16798  and  F-18009  Parcel  B  and  the 
Ambler  River; 

Secs.  13  and  14,  all; 

Sec.  15,  excluding  Native  allotments  F- 
15700  and  F-026204  and  the  Ambler 
River, 

Sec.  16,  excluding  Native  allotments  F- 
15700  and  F-15639  Parcel  A  and  the 
Ambler  River; 

Secs.  17  to  20,  inclusive,  all; 

Sec.  21,  excluding  the  Ambler  River; 

Sec.  22,  excluding  Native  allotment  F- 
026204  and  the  Ambler  River; 

Secs.  23  to  26,  inclusive,  all; 

Sec.  27,  excluding  Native  allotment  F-15640 
and  the  Ambler  River; 

Sec.  28,  excluding  Native  allotment  F- 
15643,  the  Kobuk  River  and  the  Ambler 
River; 

Sec.  29,  excluding  Native  allotment  F-18587 
Parcel  A  and  the  Kobuk  River; 

Sec.  30,  excluding  U.S.  Survey  4392; 

Sec.  31,  excluding  U.S.  Survey  4112,  U.S. 
Survey  4392,  U.S.  Survey  5013,  Native 
allotments  F-017323  and  F-16208  and  the 
Kobuk  River  and  its  interconnecting 
slough; 

Sec.  32,  excluding  U.S.  Survey  4112  and  the 
Kobuk  River; 

Sec.  33,  excluding  Native  allotment  F-15648 
and  the  Kobuk  River; 

Secs.  34,  35  and  36,  all. 

Containing  approximately  19,862  acres. 

T.  22  N.,  R.  5  E. 

Secs.  25  and  36,  excluding  the  Redstone 
River. 

Containing  approximately  1,280  acres. 


T.  20  N..  R.  6  E. 

Secs.  1  to  4,  inclusive,  excluding  the 
Ambler  River  and  its  interconnecting 
sloughs; 

Secs.  5  and  6,  excluding  the  Redstone 
River; 

Sec.  7,  excluding  Native  allotment  F-18095 
Parcel  B,  the  Ambler  River  and  the 
Redstone  River; 

Sec.  8,  excluding  the  Ambler  River  and  its 
interconnecting  slough  and  the  Redstone 
Riven 

Secs.  9  to  12,  inclusive,  excluding  the 
Ambler  River  and  its  interconnecting 
sloughs. 

Containing  approximately  6,998  acres. 

T.  21  N.,  R.  6  E. 

Secs.  5  to  8,  inclusive,  all; 

Sec.  17,  all; 

Secs.  18, 19,  20  and  29,  excluding  the 
Redstone  Riven 

Secs.  30  and  31,  all; 

Sec.  32,  excluding  the  Redstone  River. 

Containing  approximately  7,497  acres. 

T.  20  N.,  R.  7  E. 

Sec.  4,  excluding  the  Ambler  River  and  its 
interconnecting  sloughs; 

Sec.  5,  excluding  Native  allotment  F-18000 
and  the  Ambler  Riven 

-  Sec.  6,  excluding  Native  allotment  F-18000 
and  the  Ambler  River  and  its 
interconnecting  slough; 

Sec.  7,  all; 

Sec.  8,  excluding  the  Ambler  River, 

Sec.  9,  all. 

Containing  approximately  3,316  acres. 

Aggregating  approximately  88,220  acres. 

Total  aggregated  acreage  approximately 
88,454  acres. 

The  conveyance  issued  for  the  surface 
and  subsurface  estates  of  the  lands 
described  above  shall  contain  the 
following  reservation  to  the  United 
States: 

Pursuant  to  Sec.  17(b)  of  the  Alaska 
Native  Claims  Settlement  Act  of 
December  18, 1971  (85  Stat.  688,  708;  43 
U.S.C.  1601, 1616(b)),  the  following 
public  easements,  referenced  by 
easement  identification  number  (EIN)  on 
the  easement  maps  attached  to  this  - 
document,  copies  of  which  will  be  found 
in  case  file  F-14828-EE,  are  reserved  to 
the  United  States.  All  easements  are 
subject  to  applicable  Federal,  State,  or 
municipal  corporation  regulation.  The 
following  is  a  listing  of  uses  allowed  for 
each  type  of  easement.  Any  uses  which 
are  not  specifically  listed  are  prohibited. 

25  Foot  Trail — The  uses  allowed  on  a 
twenty-five  (25)  foot  wide  trail  easement 
are:  travel  by  foot,  dogsled,  animals, 
snowmobiles,  two-  and  three-wheel 
vehicles,  and  small  all-terrain  vehicles 
(less  than  3,000  lbs.  Cross  Vehicle 
Weight  (GVW)). 

50  Foot  Trail — The  uses  allowed  on  a 
fifty  (50)  foot  wide  trail  easement  are: 
travel  by  foot,  dogsled,  animals, 
snowmobiles,  two-  and  three-wheel 
vehicles,  small  and  large  all-terrain 
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vehicles,  track  vehicles,  and  four-wheel 
drive  vehicles. 

One  Acre  Site — The  uses  allowed  for 
a  site  easement  are:  vehicle  parking 
(e.g.,  aircraft,  boats,  ATV’s, 
snowmobiles,  cars,  trucks),  temporary 
camping,  and  loading  or  unloading. 
Temporary  camping,  loading,  or 
unloading  shall  be  limited  to  24  hours. 

a.  (EIN 1  C4,  C5,  Dl)  An  easement  for 
an  existing  access  trail  Twenty-five  (25) 
feet  in  width  from  Sec.  18.  T.  20  N.,  R.  3 
E..  Kateel  River  Meridian,  southeasterly 
through  Ambler  Village  to  Shungnak 
and  Kobuk  Villages.  The  uses  allowed 
are  those  listed  above  for  a  twenty-five 
(25)  foot  wide  trail  easement.  The 
season  of  use  will  be  limited  to  winter. 

b.  (EIN  2  C5)  An  easement  for  an 
existing  access  trail  twenty-five  (25)  feet 
in  width  from  Ambler  in  Sec.  31,  T.  20 
N.,  R.  5  E.,  Kateel  River  Meridian,  using 
the  frozen  Kobuk  River,  in  part,  then 
continuing  southwesterly  to  public 
lands.  The  uses  allowed  are  those  listed 
above  for  a  twenty-five  (25)  foot  wide 
trail  easement.  The  season  of  use  will  be 
limited  to  winter. 

c.  (EIN  5  Cl,  C5)  An  easement  for  a 
proposed  access  trail  twenty-five  (25) 
feet  in  width  from  the  left  bank  of  the 
Kobuk  River  in  Sec.  12,  T.  19  N.,  R.  3  E„ 
Kateel  River  Meridian,  southerly  to 
public  lands.  The  uses  allowed  are  those 
listed  above  for  a  twenty-five  (25)  foot 
wide  trail  easement. 

d.  (EIN  8  C5)  An  easement  for  an 
existing  access  trail  fifty  (50)  feet  in 
width  from  Sec.  21,  T.  20  N.,  R.  3  E., 
Kateel  River  Meridian,  northerly  to  an 
isolated  block  of  public  land.  The  winter 
uses  allowed  are  those  listed  above  for 
a  fifty  (50)  foot  wide  trail  easement.  The 
summer  uses  allowed  are  those  listed 
above  for  a  twenty-five  (25)  foot  wide 
trail  easement. 

e.  (EIN  9  C5,  D9)  A  one  (1)  acre  site 
easement  upland  of  the  ordinary  high 
water  mark  in  Sec.  21,  T.  20  N.,  R.  3  E., 
Katell  River  Meridian,  on  the  right  bank 
of  the  Kobuk  River.  The  uses  allowed 
are  those  listed  above  for  a  one  (1)  acre 
site. 

f.  (EIN  10  D9)  A  one  (1)  acre  site 
easement  upland  of  the  ordinary  high 
water  mark  in  Sec.  27,  T.  20  N.,  R.  5  E., 
Kateel  River  Meridian,  on  the  left  bank 
of  the  Ambler  River.  The  uses  allowed 
are  those  listed  above  for  a  one  (1)  acre 
site. 

The  grant  of  the  above-described 
lands  shall  be  subject  to: 

1.  Issuance  of  a  patent  confirming  the 
boundary  description  of  the  unsurveyed 
lands  hereinabove  granted  after 
approval  and  filing  by  the  Bureau  of 
Land  Management  of  the  official  plat  of 
survey  covering  such  lands; 


2.  Valid  existing  rights  therein,  if  any, 
including  but  not  limited  to  those 
created  by  any  lease  (including  a  lease 
issued  under  Sec.  6(g)  of  the  Alaska 
Statehood  Act  of  July  7, 1958  (72  Stab 
339,  341;  48  U.S.C.  Ch.  2,  Sec.  6(g))), 
contract,  permit,  right-of-way,  or 
easement,  and  the  right  of  the  lessee, 
contractee,  permittee,  or  grantee  to  the 
complete  enjoyment  of  all  rights, 
privileges,  and  benefits  thereby  granted 
to  him.  Further,  pursuant  to  Sec.  17(b)(2) 
of  the  Alaska  Native  Claims  Settlement 
Act  of  December  18, 1971  (43  U.S.C. 

1601, 1616(b)(2))  (ANCSA),  any  valid 
existing  right  recognized  by  ANCSA 
shall  continue  to  have  whatever  right  of 
access  as  is  now  provided  for  under 
existing  law; 

3.  Airport  lease  F-45,  containing 
approximately  238.28  acres,  located  in 
Tract  “E”  of  U.S.  Survey  No.  4392,  U.S. 
Survey  No.  5013  and  protracted  Secs.  19, 
29,  30  and  31,  T.  20  N.,  R.  5  E.,  Kateel 
River  Meridian,  issued  to  State  of 
Alaska  under  the  provisions  of  the  Act 
of  May  24, 1928  (45  Stat.  728;  49  U.S.C. 
211-214),  as  amended;  and 

4.  Requirements  of  Sec.  14(c)  of  the 
Alaska  Native  Claims  Settlement  Act  of 
December  18, 1971  (85  Stat.  688,  703;  43 
U.S.C.  1601, 1613(c)),  that  the  grantee 
hereunder  convey  those  portions,  if  any, 
of  the  surface  estate  of  the  lands 
hereinabove  granted,  as  are  prescribed 
in  said  section. 

NANA  Regional  Corporation,  Inc.  (for 
the  village  of  Ambler)  is  entitled  to 
conveyance  of  92,160  acres  of  land 
selected  pursuant  to  Sec.  12(a)  of 
ANCSA.  Together  with  the  lands  herein 
approved,  the  total  acreage  conveyed  or 
approved  for  conveyance  is 
approximately  88,454  acres.  The 
remaining  entitlement  of  approximately 
3,706  acres  will  be  conveyed  at  a  later 
date. 

Within  the  above  described  lands, 
only  the  following  inland  water  bodies 
are  considered  to  be  navigable: 

Kobuk  River  and  its  interconnecting  sloughs; 

Ambler  River  and  its  interconnecting 

sloughs;  and  Redstone  River  and  its 

interconnecting  sloughs. 

In  accordance  with  Departmental 
regulation  43  CFR  2650.7(d),  notice  of 
this  decision  is  being  published  once  in 
the  Federal  Register  and  once  a  week, 
for  four  (4)  consecutive  weeks,  in  the 
Tundra  Times.  Any  party  claiming  a 
property  interest  in  lands  affected  by 
this  decision,  an  agency  of  the  Federal 
government,  or  regional  corporation  may 
appeal  the  decision  to  the  Alaska  Native 
Claims  Appeal  Board,  P.O.  Box  2433, 
Anchorage,  Alaska  99510'with  a  copy 
served  upon  both  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  Alaska  State  Office,  701  C 
Street,  Box  13,  Anchorage,  Alaska  99513 


and  the  Regional  Solicitor,  Office  of  the 
Solicitor,  510  L  Street,  Suite  408, 
Anchorage,  Alaska  99501.  The  time 
limits  for  filing  an  appeal  are: 

1.  Parties  receiving  service  of  this 
decision  shall  have  30  days  from  the 
receipt  of  this  decision  to  file  an  appeal. 

2.  Unknown  parties,  parties  unable  to 
be  located  after  reasonable  efforts  have 
been  expended  to  locate,  and  parties 
who  failed  or  refused  to  sign  the  return 
receipt  shall  have  until  August  18, 1980 
to  file  an  appeal. 

Any  party  known  or  unknown  who  is 
adversely  affected  by  this  decision  shall 
be  deemed  to  have  waived  those  rights 
which  were  adversely  affected  unless  an 
appeal  is  timely  filed  with  the  Alaska 
Native  Claims  Appeal  Board. 

To  avoid  summary  dismissal  of  the 
appeal,  there  must  be  strict  compliance 
with  the  regulations  governing  such 
appeals.  Further  information  on  the 
manner  of  and  requirements  for  filing  an 
appeal  may  be  obtained  from  the  Bureau 
of  Land  Management,  701 C  Street,  Box 
13,  Anchorage,  Alaska  99513. 

If  an  appeal  is  taken,  the  parties  to  be 
served  with  a  copy  of  the  notice  of 
appeal  are: 

NANA  Regional  Corporation,  Inc.,  Box 

49,  Kotzebue,  Alaska  99752. 

State  of  Alaska,  Department  of  Natural 

Resources,  Division  of  Research  and 

Development,  323  East  Fourth 

Avenue,  Anchorage,  Alaska  99501. 
Terry  R.  Hassett, 

Acting  Chief,  Branch  of  Adjudication. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21380  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-M 

Albuquerque  District,  N.  Mex.;  District 
Advisory  Council  Meeting 

The  first  meeting  of  the  Albuquerque 
District  Advisory  Council  will  be  held 
August  13, 1980,  beginning  at  9:00  A.M. 
at  the  Albuquerque  Convention  Center, 
401  Second  Street,  NW,  Albuquerque, 
NM.  This  council  has  been  established 
by,  and  will  be  managed  in  accordance 
with,  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee 
Act  of  1972,  the  Federal  Land  Policy  and 
Management  Act  of  1976  and  the  Public 
Rangelands  Improvement  Act  of  1976. 

The  agenda  for  the  first  meeting  will 
include:  a  presentation  by  New  Mexico 
Bureau  of  Land  Management  State 
Office  concerning  the  mission  of  the 
advisory  council;  a  discussion  of  major 
programs  within  the  Albuquerque 
District  of  BLM;  briefings  on  the  status 
of  Albuquerque  District  activities  for 
range  management  and  federal  coal 
leasing;  a  question-and-answer  period 
regarding  other  specific  District 
activities;  and  preparations  for  a  District 
Advisory  Council  field  trip  to  the  Bisti 
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Coal  Region  Critical  Management  Area. 
Election  of  officers  is  scheduled  for  the 
second  meeting  to  be  held  in 
conjunction  with  the  field  trip. 

The  public  is  welcome  to  attend  all 
portions  of  this  meeting  and  may  make 
statements  to  the  Advisory  Council 
between  4:00  and  5:00  P.M.  A  time  limit 
may  be  imposed  for  each  statement 
depending  on  the  number  of  people 
wishing  to  speak.  Minutes  of  the  meeting 
will  be  prepared  and  made  available  for 
review  within  30  days  following  the 
meeting. 

L.  Paul  Applegate, 

District  Manager. 

July  7, 1980. 

(FR  Doc.  80-21361  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  4310-84-M 


Butte  District,  Mont.;  Multiple  Use 
Advisory  Council  Meeting 

The  first  meeting  of  the  Butte  District 
Multiple  Use  Advisory  Council  will  be 
held  August  19  and  20, 1980  beginning  at 
9:00  a.m.  August  19  in  the  conference 
room  of  the  Butte  District  Office  at  106 
North  Parkmont  (Industrial  Park),  Butte, 
Montana.  The  council  has  been 
established  by  and  will  be  managed  in 
accordance  with  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act  of  1972,  the  Federal  Land 
Policy  and  Management  Act  of  1976,  and 
the  Public  Rangelands  Improvement  Act 
of  1978.  Its  members  serve  a  two-year 
term.  The  Council  will  meet  at  the 
request  of  the  District  Manager  and  will 
offer  advice  to  him  regarding  multiple- 
use  plans  and  programs  for  the  Butte 
District. 

The  agenda  for  the  meeting  will 
include:  discussion  of  the  function  of  the 
council:  introduction  of  council 
members;  election  of  officers: 
arrangements  for  future  meetings;  and 
an  orientation  to  BLM  in  general  and 
specific  Butte  District  programs, 
including  the  Mountain-Foothills  Range 
EIS,  resource  management  planning  for 
the  Headwaters  Resource  Area,  the 
district  wilderness  review  program, 
current  right-of-way  efforts  in  progress, 
and  the  East  Pioneer  Stewardship 
Program.  The  second  day  of  the  meeting 
will  include  a  field  visit  to  the  East 
Pioneer  Stewardship  area. 

The  public  is  welcome  to  attend  the 
meeting  and  may  make  oral  statements 
before  the  council  between  1:00  and  2:00 
p.m.  August  19.  A  per  person  time  limit 
may  be  imposed  depending  on  the 
number  of  people  wishing  to  speak. 

Minutes  of  the  meeting  will  be 
prepared  and  available  for  review  30 
days  following  the  meeting. 


Dated:  July  10, 1980. 

Jack  A.  McIntosh, 

District  Manager. 

]FR  Doc.  80-21368  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-M 


California  Desert  Conservation  Area 
Advisory  Committee;  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  in  accordance 
with  Pub.  L.  92-463  and  94-579  that  the 
California  Desert  Conservation  Area 
Advisory  Committee  to  the  Bureau  of 
Land  Management,  U.S.  Department  of 
the  Interior,  will  meet  August  7  and  8, 
1980,  in  Riverside,  California.  This  will 
be  a  workshop  to  provide  the  California 
Desert  Conservation  Area  Advisory 
Committee  the  opportunity  to  review  the 
proposed  California  Desert  Plan.  The 
primary  purpose  of  this  review  is  to 
assess  how  the  proposed  final  Plan 
responds  to  public  comments  received 
on  the  draft  Plan.  The  meeting  will  begin 
at  8:00  a.m.  Thursday,  August  7,  and 
Friday,  August  8,  in  the  Community 
Room  of  Raincross  Square,  3443  Orange 
Street,  Riverside  California  92501.  The 
meeting  is  open  to  the  public  and 
interested  persons  may  attend  and  file 
statements  with  the  Advisory 
Committee. 

Further  information  may  be  obtained 
from  Mr.  Clayton  A.  Record,  Jr., 
Chairman,  California  Desert 
Conservation  Area  Advisory 
Committee,  c/o  Desert  Plan  Staff, 

Bureau  of  Land  Management,  3610 
Central  Avenue,  Suite  402,  Riverside, 
California  92506. 

Dated:  July  11, 1980. 

Ronald  Hofman, 

Associate  State  Director. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21343  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-M 


Las  Cruces  District  Grazing  Advisory 
Board  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  in  accordance 
with  Public  Law  94-579,  that  a  meeting 
of  the  Las  Cruces  District  Grazing 
Advisory  Board  will  be  held  on 
Tuesday,  August  26, 1980. 

The  meeting  will  begin  at  9:30  a.m.  in 
the  Conference  Room  of  the  Santa 
Teresa  Building,  Second  Level,  at  317  N. 
Main,  Las  Cruces,  New  Mexico. 

The  agenda  for  the  meeting  will 
include: 

(1)  Old  business  and  approval  of 
minutes 

(2)  Recommendations  on  Stewardship 
Allotments 

(3)  Update  on  Southern  Rio  Grande 
Environmental  Impact  Statement 

(4)  RI-EA  Update 


(5)  Recommendation  for  Fiscal  Year 
1981  range  improvement  project 
priorities 

(6)  San  Simon-Cienega  Management 
Objectives 

(7)  Board  Charter  recommendations 

(8)  Boundary  Adjustment  Update. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public 

and  interested  persons  may  make  oral 
statements  to  the  Board  during  an 
allotted  time  period  beginning  at  2  p.m. 
and  lasting  for  at  least  one-half  hour. 

The  District  Manager  may  establish  a 
time  limit  for  oral  statements  depending 
on  the  number  of  persons  wishing  to 
make  statements.  Anyone  wishing  to 
make  an  oral  statement  must  notify  the 
District  Manager,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  1705  N.  Valley  Drive  (P.O. 
Box  1420),  Las  Cruces,  New  Mexico 
88001,  by  August  19, 1980. 

Summary  minutes  of  the  Board 
meeting  will  be  maintained  in  the  Las 
Cruces  BLM  District  Office  and  will  be 
available  for  public  inspections  and 
reproduction  (during  regular  business 
hours)  for  30  days  following  the  meeting. 
Daniel  C.  B.  Rathbun, 

District  Manager. 

July  10, 1980. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21367  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-M 


[Serial  No.  N -29936] 

Nevada;  Proposed  Withdrawal  and 
Opportunity  for  Public  Hearing 

July  10, 1980. 

The  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
Department  of  the  Interior,  on  May  19, 
1980,  filed  application  serial  number  N- 
29936,  for  the  withdrawal  of  the 
following  described  lands  from 
settlement,  sale,  location  or  entry  under 
the  public  land  laws,  including  the 
mining  laws: 

Mount  Diablo  Meridian 

T.  43  N..  R.  37  E. 

Sec.  24,  N  V2NW  ViNW  ViN W  V*. 

Containing  approximately  5  acres. 

The  Bureau  of  Land  Management 
desires  that  the  land  be  withdrawn  and 
reserved  for  the  purpose  of  an 
administrative  site  for  a  fire  station. 

On  or  before  August  18, 1980,  all 
persons  who  wish  to  submit  comments, 
suggestions  or  objections  in  connection 
with  the  proposed  withdrawal  may 
present  their  views  in  writing  to  the 
undersigned  authorized  officer  of  the 
Bureau  of  Land  Management. 

Pursuant  to  section  204(h)  of  the 
Federal  Land  Policy  and  Management 
Act  of  1976,  notice  is  hereby  given  that 
an  opportunity  for  a  public  hearing  is 
afforded  in  connection  with  the 
proposed  withdrawal.  All  interested 
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persons  who  desire  to  be  heard  on  the 
proposed  withdrawal  must  submit  a 
written  request  for  a  hearing  to  the  State 
Director,  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
P.O.  Box  12000,  Reno,  Nevada  89520.  If  a 
public  hearing  is  scheduled,  a  notice  will 
be  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
giving  the  time  and  place  of  such 
hearing.  The  public  hearing  will  be 
scheduled  and  conducted  in  accordance 
with  BLM  Manual,  Sec.  2351.16B. 

The  Department  of  the  Interior’s 
regulations  provide  that  the  authorized 
officer  of  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  will  undertake  such 
investigations  as  are  necessary  to 
determine  the  existing  and  potential 
demands  for  the  lands  and  their 
resources.  He  will  also  undertake 
negotiations  with  the  applicant  agency 
with  the  view  of  assuring  that  the  area 
sought  is  the  minimum  essential  to  meet 
the  applicant’s  needs,  providing  for  the 
maximum  concurrent  utilization  of  the  ' 
lands  for  purposes  other  than  the 
applicant’s  and  reaching  agreement  on 
the  concurrent  management  of  the  lands 
the  their  resources. 

The  authorized  officer  will  also 
prepare  a  report  for  consideration  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  who  will 
determine  whether  or  not  the  lands  will 
be  withdrawn  and  reserved  as 
requested  by  the  applicant  agency.  The 
determination  of  the  Secretary  on  the 
application  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register.  The  Secretary’s 
determination  shall,  in  a  proper  case,  be 
subject  to  the  provisions  of  section 
204(c)  of  the  Federal  Land  Policy  and 
Management  Act  of  1976,  90  Stat.  2752. 

The  above-described  lands  are 
temporarily  segregated  from  settlement, 
sale,  location  or  entry  under  the  public 
land  laws,  including  the  mining  laws. 

Current  administrative  jurisdiction 
over  the  segregated  lands  will  not  be 
affected  by  the  temporary  segregation. 
The  segregative  effect  of  the  application 
shall  terminate  upon:  (1)  Rejection  of  the 
application  by  the  Secretary:  (2) 
withdrawal  of  the  lands  by  the 
Secretary:  or  (3)  the  expiration  of  two 
years  from  the  date  of  publication  of  this 
notice. 

All  communications  (except  for  public 
hearing  requests)  in  connection  with  this 
proposed  withdrawal  should  be 
addressed  to  the  Chief,  Branch  of  Lands 
and  Minerals  Operations,  Division  of 
Technical  Services,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  Department  of  the 


Interior,  P.O.  Box  12000,  Reno,  Nevada 
89520. 

Wm.  J.  Malencik, 

Chief,  Division  of  Technical  Services. 

[PR  Doc.  80-21342  Filed  7-10-80;  8:46  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-41 


New  Mexico;  Partial  Reallnement  of 
BLM  District  Boundaries 

July  7, 1980. 

Final  notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
Bureau  of  Land  Management  is 
realigning  portions  of  its  current  District 
boundaries  in  New  Mexico.  In  all  cases, 
changes  will  conform  with  county 
boundaries.  Each  District  would  consist 
of  all  of  the  following  counties: 

a.  Albuquerque  District — San  Juan, 
McKinley,  Sandoval,  Rio  Arriba,  Los 
Alamos,  Bernalillo,  Taos,  Santa  Fe, 
Torrance,  Colfax,  Mora,  San  Miguel, 
Union  and  Harding. 

b.  Socorro  District — Valencia,  Catron 
and  Socorro. 

c.  Las  Cruces  District — Sierra,  Grant, 
Hidalgo,  Luna,  Dona  Ana,  and  Otero. 

d.  Roswell  District — Guadalupe, 

Quay,  Lincoln,  DeBaca,  Curry, 

Roosevelt,  Chaves,  Eddy,  and  Lea. 

Bureau  administration  of  lands 
located  adjacent  to  the  previous 
boundaries  will  change  along  small 
areas  of  Bernalillo,  Chaves,  Lincoln, 
Otero,  Socorro,  Torrance  and  Valencia 
county  lines,  as  is  shown  on  map  1. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  July  18, 1980. 

ADDRESS:  Comments  or  suggestions 
should  be  sent  to  Arthur  W. 

Zimmerman:  New  Mexico  State 
Director:  Bureau  of  Land  Management: 
P.O.  Box  1449;  Santa  Fe,  New  Mexico 
87501. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 

John  Gumert,  Public  Affairs  Officer,  at 
(505)  988-6316. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

notice  of  the  proposed,  partial 
realignment  of  District  boundaries  in 
New  Mexico  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  February  28, 1980,  with 
a  60  day  comment  period  to  follow  the 
Federal  Register  notice.  Upon  request,  a 
second  30  day  comment  period  extended 
the  comment  period  to  May  30, 1980. 
Thirteen  comment  letters  were  received 
during  the  first  60  day  comment  period. 
No  comments  were  received  during  the 
extended  comment  period.  The 
comments  break  down  into  the 
following  categories:  9  from  ranchers:  2 
from  livestock  organizations:  1  from 
state  government:  and  1  from  the 
business  community.  Comments 


received  on  the  proposed  boundary 
changes  were  concerned  primarily  with 
the  change  in  District  administration  of 
those  areas  that  fall  on  or  within 
portions  of  the  realigned  District 
boundaries.  Internal  agreements  have 
been  signed  between  the  affected 
Bureau  offices  to  minimize  impacts  on 
livestock  permittees.  Only  two  , 
permittees  objecting  to  the  changes  in 
District  boundaries  could  not  be 
accommodated  by  such  an  internal 
agreement.  Comments  received  from 
New  Mexico  Governor  Bruce  King  about 
the  possibility  of  multiple  office 
involvement  and  administration  of  a 
single  ranching  unit  have  been  resolved 
by  a  decision  to  have  only  one  office 
conduct  the  rangeland  inventories, 
planning,  environmental  analysis  and 
subsequent  administration  of  any 
individual  ranch  affected  by  the 
boundary  adjustment.  Public  concerns 
have  thus  been  reviewed  and 
considered  in  this  final  decision. 

Arthur  W.  Zimmerman, 

State  Director. 

BILUNG  CODE  4310-84-M 
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Regional  Coal  Team,  Fort  Union  Coal 
Project;  Meeting 

July  11, 1980. 

AGENCY:  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
Interior. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  regional  coal  team 
meeting. 

summary:  Pursuant  to  the 
responsibilities  set  forth  in  43  CFR 
3400.4(b):  the  Regional  Coal  Team  for 
the  Fort  Union  Coal  Project  will  meet  on 
August  20, 1980,  at  9:00  a.m.  in  the  large 
Hearing  Room,  State  Capitol  Building, 
Bismarck,  North  Dakota. 

Important  items  on  the  agenda  include 
the  presentation  of  areas  proposed  for 
tract  delineation  and  evaluation, 
discussion  of  Federal-State  Coal 
Advisory  Board  Meeting,  Project 
Management  Plan  review  and  approval, 
and  discussion  of  regional  production 
goals.  The  public  is  welcome  to  attend; 
during  the  meeting  there  will  be  time  for 
public  questions  and  comments. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  AND  FOR  A 
COPY  OF  THE  AGENDA,  CONTACT:  Bill 
Frey,  Assistant  Project  Manager,  Bureau 
of  Land  Management,  Montana  State 
Office,  P.O.  Box  30157,  Billings,  Montana 
59107,  (406)  657-6632. 

Michael ).  Penfold, 

State  Director. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21362  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-M 

[R-4634] 

Reservoir  Site  Restoration  No.  48, 
Revoking  in  Part  the  Executive  Order 
of  June  8, 1926,  Creating  Reservoir 
Site  17;  Correction 

July  10, 1980. 

In  FR  Doc.  80-18590  appearing  on 
page  41709  in  the  issue  of  June  20, 1980, 
in  the  third  column,  third  complete 
paragraph,  line  twenty-five,  the  land 
description  reading  Section  27,  Lots  1 
and  2,  NEViNEViNEVi  should  be 
corrected  to  read  Section  27,  Lots  1  and 
2,  NE  ViNE  Vi NE  V* NE  V* . 

Joan  B.  Russell, 

Chief,  Lands  Section,  Branch  of  Lands  and 
Minerals  Operations. 

]FR  Doc.  80-21371  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-M 


Roswell  District  Office;  Closure  of 
Access 

AGENCY:  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
Interior 

action:  Notice  of  closure  of  public 
access  and  determination  of  special 
areas. 


DECISION:  Notice  is  hereby  given  relating 
to  the  closure  of  pubic  access  to  gated 
caves  located  on  lands  under 
administration  of  the  Roswell  District 
Office,  Bureau  of  Land  Management. 
Public  access  and  use  of  these  caves 
will  be  limited  to  specifically  authorized 
permits.  This  restriction  has  been  made 
in  the  interest  of  public  health  and 
safety  or  for  the  preservation  and 
protection  of  public  lands  and  resources. 
This  closure  is  made  under  authority 
contained  in  43  U.S.C.  1201  and 
regulations  contained  in  43  CFR  8364.1- 
1. 

Notice  is  also  given  that  these  caves 
have  been  determined  to  be  “special 
areas,”  in  accordance  with  provisions 
containing  in  43  CFR  8372.1-2,  and 
require  special  management  and  control 
measures  for  their  protection.  Special 
recreation  permits  are  required  for  the 
use  of  these  areas,  but  permit  fees  are 
waived  for  noncommercial  and 
noncompetitive  recreational  uses.  The 
issuance  of  special  recreation  permits  is 
authorized  by  the  Land  and  Water 
Conservation  Fund  Act  of  1965,  as 
amended. 

The  areas  affected  by  this  closure 
consist  of  all  surface  areas  and 
subsurface  passages  enclosed  by 
entrance  gates  and/or  boundary  fences 
at  the  following  named  caves: 

Agogino  Cave  Honest  Injun  Cave 

Big  Manhole  Cave  Jumigan  #1  Cave 

Blue  Tick  Cave  jumigan  #2  Cave 

Doc  Brito  Cave  Little  Sand  Cave 

Dry  Cave  Lost  Cave 

Endless  Cave  Manhole  Cave 

Feather  Cave  McKittrick  Cave 

Fort  Stanton  Cave  Sand  Cave 

Hick’s  (Wind)  Cave  Torgac  Cave 

These  caves  have  been  identified  with 
signs  which  contain  the  cave  name, 
specify  that  entrance  is  allowed  by 
permit  only,  and  contain  the  address  of 
the  administering  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  office. 

The  previously  named  caves  have 
been  physically  closed  to  public  access 
since  1975,  except  through  issuance  of  a 
specifically  authorized  entrance  permit. 
Restricted  use  of  these  caves  was 
required  since  they  contained  fragile 
mineral  formations,  sensitive  animal 
species,  cultural  or  paleontological 
resources,  or  presented  severe  hazards 
to  public  health  and  safety.  Due  to 
continued  vandalism,  unauthorized 
entry,  littering,  and  destruction  of  fragile 
resources  in  these  caves  it  has  been 
deemed  necessary  to  effect  a  legal 
closure  to  complement  existing  physical 
barriers  to  public  entry.  Present 
administrative  penalties  have  noi  been 
commensurate  with  the  severe  resource 
damage  that  has  occurred.  A  legal 
closure  and  attendant  criminal  penalties 


will  provide  BLM  greater  flexibility  in 
protecting  these  public  resources. 

This  notice  and  land  closure  become 
effective  upon  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register  (July  17, 1980)  and  will  remain 
in  effect  until  rescinded  or  modified  by 
the  State  Director.  Violations  of  this 
closure  order  are  punishable  upon 
conviction  by  a  fine  not  to  exceed  $1000 
or  imprisonment  of  not  more  than  12 
months,  or  both. 

ADDRESS:  For  further  information  about 
this  closure,  contact  the  following  BLM 
office:  Roswell  District  Office,  Bureau  of 
Land  Management,  1717  W.  Second 
Street,  P.O.  Box  1397,  Roswell,  New 
Mexico  88201. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

James  O’Connor,  District  Manager  at  the 
Roswell,  New  Mexico  address  or  call 
(505)  622-7670. 

Arthur  W.  Zimmerman, 

State  Director. 

]FR  Doc.  80-21357  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-M 

[UT-910] 

Utah;  Dirty  Devil  Wilderness  Study 
Area  Decision  Appealed 

agency:  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
Interior. 

ACTION:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  announces  that 
the  Utah  state  director’s  decision  on 
inventory  unit  UT-050-236  (Dirty  Devil) 
as  published  on  June  5, 1980  in  the 
Federal  Register,  Vol.  45,  No.  110,  page 
37894,  has  been  appealed.  Until  the 
appeal  is  resolved  by  the  Interior  Board 
of  Land  Appeals,  the  decision  will  not 
be  in  effect  and  the  unit  will  be  subject 
to  management  restrictions  imposed  by 
section  603  of  Pub.  L.  94-579. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 
Kent  Biddulph,  Utah  state  wilderness 
coordinator,  Utah  state  office  (801)  524- 
5326. 

Dated:  July  9, 1980. 

Gary  J.  Wicks, 

State  Director. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21358  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-M 

Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 

Endangered  Species  Permit;  Receipt 
of  Application 

Applicant:  William  Gruenerwald, 

P.O.  Box  909,  Colorado  Springs,  Colorado. 

The  applicant  requests  a  permit  to 
purchase  7  Hartmann  zebras  (Equus 
zebra  hartmannae)  from  J.  C.  Schultz, 
Inc.,  Ocala,  Florida.  The  zebras  will  be 
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maintained  at  the  Canyon  Colorado 
Equid  Sanctuary,  Wagon  Mound,  New 
Mexico  for  breeding  purposes. 

Humane  care  and  treatment  during 
transport  has  been  indicated  by  the 
applicant. 

Documents  and  other  information 
submitted  with  this  application  are 
available  to  the  public  during  normal 
business  hours  in  Room  605, 1000  N. 
Glebe  Road,  Arlington,  Virginia,  or  by 
writing  to  the  Director,  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service  (WPO),  Washington, 
D.C.  20240. 

This  application  has  been  assigned 
file  number  PRT  2-7033.  Interested 
persons  may  comment  on  this 
application  until  August  18, 1980  by 
submitting  written  data,  views,  or 
arguments  to  the  Director  at  the  above 
address.  Please  refer  to  the  file  number 
when  submitting  comments. 

Dated:  July  14, 1980. 

Donald  G.  Donahoo, 

Chief,  Permit  Branch,  Federal  Wildlife  Permit 
Office,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21390  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4310-55-M 


Endangered  Species  Permit;  Receipt 
of  Applications 

The  applicants  listed  below  wish  to  be 
authorized  to  conduct  the  specified 
activity  with  the  indicated  Endangered 
Species: 

Applicant:  Barbara  Massey, 

Long  Beach,  CA  90S  15,  PRT 2-6741 

The  applicant  requests  a  permit  to 
capture  light-footed  clapper  rails  ( Rallus 
longirostris  levipes)  in  Southwestern 
California  for  banding  and  radio-tagging 
purposes.  The  activity  is  to  be 
conducted  for  enhancement  of  survival 
and  scientific  research  and  is  supported 
by  the  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
and  the  California  Department  of  Fish 
and  Game. 

Applicant:  Tennessee  Valley  Authority, 
Norris,  TN 37832,  PRT 2-6745 

The  applicant  requests  a  permit  to 
capture  and  harass  for  identification 
and  possible  relocation  purposes 
specimens  of  pink  mucket  pearly 
mussels  (Lampsilis  orbiculata 
orbiculata)  in  the  Cumberland  River, 
Tennessee.  This  activity  consists  of  a 
multipart  monitoring  program  to  assess 
and,  if  necessary,  to  mitigate  the  effects 
of  discharge  diffuser  construction  on 
this  species. 

Applicant:  Oklahoma  City  Zoo, 

Oklahoma  City,  OK  73111,  PRT 2-6750 

The  applicant  requests  a  permit  to 
import  in  foreign  commerce  two  capture- 
bred  maned  wolves  [Chrysocyon 


Brachyurus),  one  from  the  Berlin  Zoo 
and  one  from  the  Hamburg  Zoo,  West 
Germany,  for  enhancement  of 
propagation  and  survival. 

Humane  care  and  treatment  during 
transport,  if  applicable,  has  been 
indicated  by  the  applicant. 

Documents  and  other  information 
submitted  with  these  applications  are 
available  to  the  public  during  normal 
business  hours  in  Room  605, 1000  N. 
Glebe  Road,  Arlington,  Virginia,  or  by 
writing  to  the  Director,  U.S.  Fish  & 
Wildlife  Service,  WPO,  Washington, 

D.C.  20240. 

Interested  persons  may  comment  on 
these  applications  until  August  18, 1980 
by  submitting  written  data,  views,  or 
arguments  to  the  Director  at  the  above 
address. 

Dated:  July  14, 1980. 

Donald  G.  Donahoo, 

Chief,  Permit  Branch,  Federal  Wildlife  Permit 
Office,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service. 

[FR  Doc,  80-21391  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  4310-55-M 


Draft  National  Fish  and  Wildlife  Policy 

agency:  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service, 

Interior. 

action:  Notice. 


SUMMARY:  The  Service  is  considering 
the  formulation  of  a  national  fish  and 
wildlife  policy  that  would  clarify  and 
reaffirm  the  Nation’s  commitment  tb  the 
conservation  of  natural  resources.  On 
May  2, 1980,  the  Service  requested 
comments  from  the  public  on  a  draft 
portion  of  the  policy  dealing  with 
federal-state  relationships.  45  FR  29542. 
This  comment  period  closed  on  July  1, 
1980.  To  provide  more  opportunity  for 
public  review  and  comments,  the 
comment  period  is  hereby  reopened  and 
will  remain  open  until  August  15, 1980. 
DATES:  All  comments  must  be  received 
on  or  before  August  15, 1980. 

ADDRESSES:  Comments  to  Director,  Fish 
and  Wildlife  Service,  Division  of 
Program  Plans,  Washington,  D.C.  20240. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Lynn  A.  Greenwalt,  Director,  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service,  Washington,  D.C. 
20240  (telephone  202-343-4717). 

Dated:  July  14, 1980. 

Lynn  A.  Greenwalt, 

Director,  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21321  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4310-55-M 


Intent  To  Prepare  an  Environmental 
Impact  Statement  on  the  Proposed 
Protection  of  Wetland  Habitat  in  the 
Nebraska  Sandhills 

AGENCY:  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service, 

Interior. 

action:  Notice. 

summary:  This  Notice  advises  the 
public  that  the  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
(FWS)  intends  to  gather  information  for 
the  preparation  of  an  Environmental 
Impact  Statement  (EIS)  for  the  proposed 
protection  of  wetland  areas  in  the 
Sandhills  Region  of  Nebraska.  This  area 
has  been  identified  in  the  FWS 
Nonglaciated  Prairie  and  Mountain 
Region  of  the  Central  Flyway  (Habitat 
Category  13)  Concept  Plan  (May  1979) 
as  an  area  showing  a  high  natural 
resource  value,  especially  for  waterfowl. 

This  notice  is  being  furnished  as 
required  by  the  National  Environmental 
Policy  Act  (NEPA)  Regulations  (40  CGR 
1501.7)  to  obtain  suggestions,  and 
information  from  other  agencies  and  the 
public  on  the  scope  of  issues  to  be 
addressed  in  the  EIS.  Comments  and 
participation  in  this  scoping  process  are 
solicited. 

DATES:  Written  comments  should  be 
received  on  or  before  September  1, 1980. 
Scoping  meetings  involving  various 
agencies,  conservation  groups,  and  the 
public  will  be  held  in: 

Mullen,  Nebraska — County  Court 
House,  8:00  PM,  July  28, 1980 
Alliance,  Nebraska — County  Extension 
Office,  8:00  PM,  July  29, 1980 
Gordon,  Nebraska — City  Auditorium, 
8:00  PM,  July  30, 1980 
Valentine,  Nebraska — Middle  Niobrara, 
Natural  Resources  District  Office,  8:00 
PM,  July  31, 1980 

Atkinson,  Nebraska — First  National 
Bank  Building,  8:00  PM,  August  1, 1980 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT 
Rollin  P.  Siegfried,  Acquisition  Officer, 
U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  223 
Federal  Building,  P.O.  Box  250,  Pierre, 
South  Dakota  57501. 

SUPPLEMENTAL  INFORMATION:  The 
Rainwater  Basin  and  Sandhills  of 
central  Nebraska  provide  critical  habitat 
for  migrating  and  nesting  waterfowls  as 
well  as  other  migratory  and  resident 
wildlife.  Since  World  War  II,  a 
significant  loss  of  this  habitat  (primarily 
in  the  Rainwater  Basin)  has  occurred 
due  to  draining  and  farming.  The 
Nonglaciated  Prairie  and  Mountain 
Region  of  the  Central  Flyway  Concept 
Plan  of  May  1979,  identifies  the 
remaining  wetlands  in  the  Sandhills  as 
being  threatened  by  land  use  changes 
and  recommends  some  form  of 
protection  for  that  resource.  Protection 
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of  the  Sandhills  would  ensure  that 
habitat  for  wildlife,  including  the 
endangered  whooping  crane  and 
peregrine  falcon,  remain  in  its  present 
state.  Alternatives  to  be  explored  in  the 
EIS  include,  but  are  not  limited  to:  (1)  No 
action,  including  reliance  on  existing 
zoning,  legislation,  and  other  regulations 
to  protect  the  area;  (2)  protection  by 
other  agencies  or  organizations;  (3) 
preservation  by  easement  and/or  lease; 
(4)  fee  acquisition  under  the  Small 
Wetlands  Program.  The  purpose  of  the 
scoping  process  in  EIS  preparation  is  to 
determine  the  scope  of  issues  to  be 
addressed  and  to  identify  the  significant 
issues  related  to  the  preservation  of  the' 
wetlands  of  the  Nebraska  Sandhills. 

This  environmental  review  of  this 
project  will  be  conducted  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  of  1969,  as 
amended  (42  U.S.C.  4371  et  seq.), 

Council  on  Environmental  Quality 
Regulations  (40  CFR  Parts  1500-1508), 
and  other  appropriate  federal 
regulations  and  FWS  procedures  for 
compliance  with  the  regulations.  We 
estimate  that  the  draft  EIS  will  be 
available  to  the  public  by  late  1980.  The 
primary  author  of  this  notice  is  William 
Knauer,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service, 
Regional  Office,  Denver,  Colorado,  303- 
234-4608. 

Don  W.  Minnich, 

Regional  Director,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21258  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4310-55-M 


Geological  Survey 

Oil  and  Gas  and  Sulphur  Operations  in 
the  Outer  Continental  Shelf 

AGENCY:  U.S.  Geological  Survey, 
Department  of  the  Interior. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  the  Receipt  of  a 
Proposed  Development  and  Production 
Plan. 


summary:  This  Notice  announces  that 
Exxon  Company  U.S.A.,  Unit  Operator 
of  the  South  Timbalier  Block  54  Federal 
Unit  Agreement  No.  14-08-001-3444, 
submitted  on  July  7, 1980,  a  proposed 
Annual  Plan  of  Development/Production 
describing  the  activities  it  proposes  to 
conduct  on  the  South  Timbalier  Block  54 
Federal  Unit. 

The  purpose  of  this  Notice  is  to  inform 
the  public,  pursuant  to  Section  25  of  the 
OCS  Lands  Act  Amendments  of  1978, 
that  the  Geological  Survey  is 
considering  approval  of  the  Plan  and 
that  it  is  available  for  public  review  at 
the  offices  of  the  Conservation  Manager, 


Gulf  of  Mexico  OCS  Region,  U.S. 
Geological  Survey,  3301  N.  Causeway 
Blvd.,  Room  147,  Metairie,  Louisiana 
70002. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

U.S.  Geological  Survey,  Public  Records, 
Room  147,  open  weekdays  9:00  a.m,  to 
3:30  p.m.,  3301  N.  Causeway  Blvd., 
Metairie,  Louisiana  70002,  phone  837- 
4720,  ext.  226. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  information:  Revised 
rules  governing  practices  and 
procedures  under  which  the  U.S. 
Geological  Survey  makes  information 
contained  in  Development  and 
Production  Plans  available  to  affected 
States,  executives  of  affected  local 
governments,  and  other  interested 
parties  became  effective  on  December 
13, 1979  (44  FR  53685).  Those  practices 
and  procedures  are  set  out  in  a  revised 
Section  250.34  of  Title  30  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations. 

Dated:  July  18, 1980. 

J.  Courtney  Reed, 

Staff  Assistant  for  Resource  Evaluation. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21282  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4310-31-M 


Oil  and  Gas  and  Sulphur  Operations  in 
the  Outer  Continental  Shelf 

AGENCY:  U.S.  Geological  Survey, 
Department  of  the  Interior. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  the  Receipt  of  a 
Proposed  Development  and  Production 
Plan. 

SUMMARY:  This  Notice  announces  that 
Chevron  U.S.A.  Inc.,  Unit  Operator  of 
the  South  Bay  Marchand  Federal  Unit 
Agreement  No.  14-08-001-3915, 
submitted  on  June  23, 1980,  a  proposed 
Annual  Plan  of  Development/Production 
describing  the  activities  it  proposes  to 
conduct  on  the  South  Bay  Marchand 
Federal  Unit. 

The  purpose  of  this  Notice  is  to  inform 
the  public,  pursuant  to  Section  25  of  the 
OCS  Lands  Act  Amendments  of  1978, 
that  the  Geological  Survey  is 
considering  approval  of  the  Plan  and 
that  it  is  available  for  public  review  at 
the  offices  of  the  Conservation  Manager, 
Gulf  of  Mexico  OCS  Region,  U.S. 
Geological  Survey,  3301  N.  Causeway 
Blvd.,  Room  147,  Metairie,  Louisiana 
70002. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

U.S.  Geological  Survey,  Public  Records, 
Room  147,  open  weekdays  9:00  a.m.  to 
3:30  p.m.,  3301  N.  Causeway  Blvd., 
Metairie,  Louisiana  70002,  phone  837- 
4720,  ext.  226. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  information:  Revised 
rules  governing  practices  and 


procedures  under  which  the  U.S. 
Geological  Survey  makes  information 
contained  in  Development  and 
Production  Plans  available  to  affected 
States,  executives  of  affected  local 
governments,  and  other  interested 
parties  became  effective  on  December 
13, 1979  (44  FR  53685).  I?iose  practices 
and  procedures  are  set  out  in  a  revised 
Section  250.34  of  Title  30  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations. 

Dated:  July  18, 1980. 

J.  Courtney  Reed, 

Staff  Assistant  for  Resource  Evaluation. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21263  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4310-31-M 


Oil  and  Gas  and  Sulphur  Operations  In 
the  Outer  Continental  Shelf;  Conoca; 
Inc. 

AGENCY:  U.S.  Geological  Survey, 
Department  of  the  Interior. 

action:  Notice  of  the  receipt  of  a 
proposed  development  and  production 
plan. 

summary:  Notice  is  hereby  given  that 
Conoco  Inc.  has  submitted  an  amended 
Development  and  Production  Plan 
describing  the  activities  it  proposes  to 
conduct  on  Lease  OCS  0158,  Block  32, 
Grand  Isle  Area,  offshore  Louisiana. 

The  purpose  of  this  Notice  is  to  inform 
the  public  pursuant  to  Section  25  of  the 
OCS  Lands  Act  Amendments  of  1978, 
that  the  Geological  Survey  is 
considering  approval  of  the  Plan  and 
that  it  is  available  for  public  review  at 
the  offices  of  the  Conservation  Manager, 
Gulf  of  Mexico  OCS  Region,  U.S. 
Geological  Survey,  3301  North 
Causeway  Blvd.,  Room  147,  Metairie, 
Louisiana  70002. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

U.S.  Geological  Survey,  Public  Records, 
Room  147,  open  weekdays  9  a.m.  to  3:30 
p.m.,  3301  North  Causeway  Blvd., 
Metairie,  Louisiana  70002,  Phone  837- 
4720,  Ext.  228. 

supplementary  information:  Revised 
rules  governing  practices  and 
procedures  under  which  the  U.S. 
Geological  Survey  makes  information 
contained  in  Development  and 
Production  Plans  available  to  affected 
States,  executives  of  affected  local 
governments,  and  other  interested 
parties  became  effective  December  13, 
1979,  (44  FR  53685).  Those  practices  and 
procedures  are  set  out  in  a  revised 
Section  250.34  of  Title  30  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations. 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  45,  No.  139  /  Thursday,  July  17,  1980  /  Notices 


47939 


Dated:  July  10, 1980. 

E.  A.  Marsh, 

Acting  Conservation  Manager,  Gulf  of  Mexico 
OCS  Region. 

(FR  Doc.  80-21356  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  4310-31-M 


Oil  and  Gas  and  Sulphur  Operations  in 
the  Outer  Continental  Shelf;  Conoco, 
Inc. 

AGENCY:  U.S.  Geological  Survey, 
Department  of  the  Interior. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  the  receipt  of  a 
proposed  development  and  production 
plan. 

summary:  Notice  is  hereby  given  that 
Conoco  Inc.  has  submitted  a 
Development  and  Production  Plan 
describing  the  activities  it  proposes  to 
conduct  on  Lease  OCS  0812,  Block  267, 
Eugene  Island  Area,  offshore  Louisiana. 

The  purpose  of  this  Notice  is  to  inform 
the  public,  pursuant  to  Section  25  of  the 
OCS  Lands  Act  Amendments  of  1978, 
that  the  Geological  Survey  is 
considering  approval  of  the  Plan  and 
that  it  is  available  for  public  review  at 
the  offices  of  the  Conservation  Manager, 
Gulf  of  Mexico  OCS  Region,  U.S. 
Geological  Survey,  3301  North 
Causeway  Blvd.,  Room  147,  Metairie,  La. 
70002. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

U.S.  Geological  Survey,  Public  Records, 
Room  147,  open  weekdays  9  a.m.  to  3:30 
p.m.,  3301  North  Causeway  Blvd., 
Metairie,  La.  70002,  Phone  837-4720,  Ext. 
226. 

supplementary  information:  Revised 
rules  governing  practices  and 
procedures  under  which  the  U.S. 
Geological  Survey  makes  information 
contained  in  Development  and 
Production  Plans  available  to  affected 
States,  executives  of  affected  local 
governments,  and  other  interested 
parties  became  effective  December  13, 
1979  (44  FR  53685).  Those  practices  and 
procedures  are  set  out  in  a  revised 
Section  250.34  of  Title  30  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations. 

Dated:  July  10, 1980. 

E.  A.  Marsh, 

Acting  Conservation  Manager,  Gulf  of  Mexico 
OCS  Region. 

[FR  Doc.  21354  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4310-31-M 


Oil  and  Gas  Sulphur  Operations  in  the 
Outer  Continental  Shelf;  C&K  Marine 
Production  Co. 

agency:  U.S.  Geological  Survey, 
Department  of  the  Interior. 


action:  Notice  of  receipt  of  a  proposed 
development  and  production  plan. 

summary:  Notice  is  hereby  given  that 
C&K  Marine  Production  Company  has 
submitted  a  Development  and 
Production  Plan  describing  the  activities 
it  proposes  to  conduct  on  Lease  OCS-G 
1960,  Block  148,  South  Timbalier  Area, 
offshore  Louisiana. 

The  purpose  of  this  Notice  is  to  inform 
the  public,  pursuant  to  Section  25  of  the 
OCS  Lands  Act  Amendments  of  1978, 
that  the  Geological  Survey  is 
considering  approval  of  the  Plan  and 
that  it  is  available  for  public  review  at 
the  offices  of  the  Conservation  Manager, 
Gulf  of  Mexico  OCS  Region,  U.S. 
Geological  Survey,  3301  North 
Causeway  Blvd.,  Room  147,  Metairie, 
Louisiana  70002. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

U.S.  Geological  Survey,  Public  Records, 
Room  147,  open  weekdays  9  a.m.  to  3:30 
p.m.,  3301  North  Causeway  Blvd., 
Metairie,  Louisiana  70002,  Phone  837- 
4720,  Ext.  226. 

supplementary  information:  Revised 
rules  governing  practices  and 
procedures  under  which  the  U.S. 
Geological  Survey  makes  information 
contained  in  Development  and 
Production  Plans  available  to  affected 
States,  executives  of  affected  local 
governments,  and  other  interested 
parties  became  effective  December  13, 
1979,  (44  FR  53685).  Those  practices  and 
procedures  are  set  out  in  a  revised 
Section  250.34  of  Title  30  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations. 

Dated:  July  11, 1980. 

E.  A.  Marsh, 

Acting  Conservation  Manager,  Gulf  of  Mexico 
OCS  Region. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21355  Filed  7-18-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4310-31-M 


Oil  and  Gas  and  Sulphur  Operations  in 
the  Outer  Continental  Shelf;  Gulf  Oil 
Exploration  and  Production  Plan 

agency:  U.S.  Geological  Survey, 
Department  of  the  Interior. 
action:  Notice  of  the  receipt  of  a 
proposed  development  and  production 
plan. 

summary:  Notice  is  hereby  given  that 
Gulf  Oil  Exploration  and  Production 
Company  has  submitted  a  Development 
and  Production  Plan  describing  the 
activities  it  proposes  to  conduct  on 
Lease  OCS-G  4127,  Block  313,  Main 
Pass  Area,  offshore  Louisiana. 

The  purpose  of  this  Notice  is  to  inform 
the  public,  pursuant  to  Section  25  of  the 
OCS  Lands  Act  Amendments  of  1978, 
that  the  Geological  Survey  is 


considering  approval  of  the  Plan  and 
that  it  is  available  for  public  review  at 
the  offices  of  the  Conservation  Manager, 
Gulf  of  Mexico  OCS  Region,  U.S. 
Geological  Survey,  3301  North 
Causeway  Blvd.,  Room  147,  Metairie, 
Louisiana  70002. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

U.S.  Geological  Survey,  Public  Records, 
Room  147,  open  weekdays  9  a.m.  to  3:30 
p.m.,  3301  North  Causeway  Blvd., 
Metairie,  Louisiana  70002,  Phone  837- 
4720,  Ext.  226. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  information:  Revised 
rules  governing  practices  and 
procedures  under  which  the  U.S. 
Geological  Survey  makes  information 
contained  in  Development  and 
Production  Plans  available  to  affected 
States,  executives  of  affected  local 
governments,  and  other  interested 
parties  became  effective  December  13, 
1979  (44  FR  53685).  Those  practices  and 
procedures  are  set  out  in  a  revised 
Section  250.34  of  Title  30  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations. 

Dated:  July  10, 1980. 

E.  A.  Marsh, 

Acting  Conservation  Manager,  Gulf  of  Mexico 
'  OCS  Region. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21353  Filed  7-18-80:  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4310-31-M 


Oil  and  Gas  and  Sulphur  Operations  in 
the  Outer  Continental  Shelf;  Sun  Gas 
Co. 

AGENCY:  U.S.  Geological  Survey, 
Department  of  the  Interior. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  the  Receipt  of  a 
Proposed  Development  and  Production 
Plan. 

SUMMARY:  Notice  is  hereby  given  that 
Sun  Gas  Company  has  submitted  a 
Development  and  Production  Plan 
describing  the  activities  it  proposes  to 
conduct  on  Lease  OCS-G  2063,  Block 
338,  East  Cameron  Area,  offshore 
Louisiana. 

The  purpose  of  this  Notice  is  to  inform 
the  public,  pursuant  to  Section  25  of  the 
OCS  Lands  Act  Amendments  of  1978, 
that  the  Geological  Survey  is 
considering  approval  of  the  Plan  and 
that  it  is  available  for  public  review  at 
the  offices  of  the  Conservation  Manager, 
Gulf  of  Mexico  OCS  Region,  U.S. 
Geological  Survey,  3301  North 
Causeway  Blvd.,  Room  147,  Metairie, 
Louisiana  70002. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

U.S.  Geological  Survey,  Public  Records, 
Room  147,  open  weekdays  9  a.m.  to  &30 
p.m.,  3301  North  Causeway  Blvd., 
Metairie,  Louisiana  70002,  Phone  837- 
4720,  Ext.  226. 
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supplementary  information:  Revised 
rules  governing  practices  and 
procedures  under  which  the  U.S. 
Geological  Survey  makes  information 
contained  in  Development  and 
Production  Plans  available  to  affected 
States,  executives  of  affected  local 
governments,  and  other  interested 
parties  became  effective  December  13, 
1979  (44  FR  53685).  Those  practices  and 
procedures  are  set  out  in  a  revised 
Section  250.34  of  Title  30  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations. 

Dated:  ]uly  10, 1980. 

E.A.  Marsh, 

Acting  Conservation  Manager,  Gulf  of  Mexico 
OCS  Region. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21352  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4310-31-M 

Oil  and  Gas  and  Sulphur  Operations  In 
the  Outer  Continental  Shelf;  ARCO  Oil 
&  Gas  Co. 

agency:  U.S.  Geological  Survey, 
Department  of  the  Interior. 
action:  Notice  of  the  receipt  of  a 
proposed  development  and  production 
plan. 

summary:  Notice  is  hereby  given  that 
ARCO  Oil  and  Gas  company  has 
submitted  a  Development  and 
Production  Plan  describing  the  activities 
it  proposes  to  conduct  on  Lease  OCS-G 
2688,  Block  A-467,  High  Island  Area, 
offshore  Texas. 

The  purpose  of  this  Notice  is  to  inform 
the  public,  pursuant  to  Section  25  of  the 
OCS  Lands  Act  Amendments  of  1978, 
that  the  Geological  Survey  is 
considering  approval  of  the  Plan  and 
that  it  is  available  for  public  review  at 
the  offices  of  the  Conservation  Manager, 
Gulf  of  Mexico  OCS  Region,  U.S. 
Geological  Survey,  3301  North 
Causeway  Blvd.,  Room  147,  Metairie, 
Louisiana  70002. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

U.S.  Geological  Survey,  Public  Records, 
Room  147,  open  weekdays  9  a.m.  to  3:30 
p.m.,  3301  North  Causeway  Blvd., 
Metairie,  Louisiana  70002,  Phone  837- 
4720,  Ext.  226. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Revised 
rules  governing  practices  and 
procedures  under  which  the  U.S. 
Geological  Survey  makes  information 
contained  in  Development  and 
Production  Plans  available  to  affected 
States,  executives  of  affected  local 
governments,  and  other  interested 
parties  became  effective  December  13, 
1979,  (44  FR  53685).  Those  practices  and 
procedures  are  set  out  in  a  revised 
Section  250.34  of  Title  30  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations. 


Dated:  July  10, 1980. 

E.  A.  Marsh, 

Acting  Conservation  Manager,  Gulf  of  Mexico 
OCS  Region. 

[FR  Doc  80-21351  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  4310-31-M 

Oil  and  Gas  and  Sulphur  Operations  in 
the  Outer  Continental  Shelf;  Chevron 
U.S.A.,  Inc. 

AGENCY:  U.S.  Geological  Survey, 
Department  of  the  Interior. 
action:  Notice  of  the  receipt  of  a 
proposed  development  and  production 
plan. 

summary:  Notice  is  hereby  given  that 
Chevron  U.S.A.  Inc.  has  submitted  a 
Development  and  Production  Plan 
describing  the  activities  it  proposes  to 
conduct  on  Leases  OCS-G  2949  and 
OCS-G  1633,  Blocks  132  and  133,  Main 
Pass  Area,  offshore  Louisiana. 

The  purpose  of  this  Notice  is  to  inform 
the  public,  pursuant  to  Section  25  of  the 
OCS  Lands  Act  Amendments  of  1978, 
that  the  Geological  Survey  is 
considering  approval  of  the  Plan  and 
that  it  is  available  for  public  review  at 
the  offices  of  the  Conservation  Manager, 
Gulf  of  Mexico  OCS  Region,  U.S. 
Geological  Survey,  3301  North 
Causeway  Blvd.,  Room  147,  Metairie, 
Louisiana  70002. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

U.S.  Geological  Survey,  Public  Records, 
Room  147,  open  weekdays  9  a.m.  to  3:30 
p.m.,  3301  North  Causeway  Blvd., 
Metairie,  Louisiana  70002,  Phone  837- 
4720,  Ext.  226. 

supplementary  information:  Revised 
rules  governing  practices  and 
procedures  under  which  the  U.S. 
Geological  Survey  makes  information 
contained  in  Development  and 
Production  Plans  available  to  affected 
States,  executives  of  affected  local 
governments,  and  other  interested 
parties  became  effective  December  13, 
1979,  (44  FR  53685).  Those  practices  and 
procedures  are  set  out  in  a  revised 
Section  250.34  of  Title  30  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations. 

Dated:  July  10, 1980. 

E.  A.  Marsh, 

Acting  Conservation  Manager,  Gulf  of  Mexico 
OCS  Region. 

(FR  Doc.  80-21349  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am[ 

BILUNG  COOE  4310-31-M 

Oil  and  Gas  and  Sulphur  Operations  in 
the  Outer  Continental  Shelf;  Amoco 
Production  Co. 

AGENCY:  U.S.  Geological  Survey, 
Department  of  the  Interior. 


action:  Notice  of  the  receipt  of  a 
proposed  development  and  production 
plan.  _ 

summary:  Notice  is  hereby  given  that 
Amoco  Production  Company  has 
submitted  a  Development  and 
Production  Plan  describing  the  activities 
it  proposes  to  conduct  on  Lease  OCS 
0572,  Block  193,  Eugene  Island  Area, 
offshore  Louisiana. 

The  purpose  of  this  Notice  is  to  inform 
the  public,  pursuant  to  Section  25  of  the 
OCS  Lands  Act  Amendments  of  1978, 
that  the  Geological  Survey  is 
considering  approval  of  the  Plan  and 
that  it  is  available  for  public  review  at 
the  offices  of  the  Conservation  Manager, 
Gulf  of  Mexico  OCS  Region,  U.S. 
Geological  Survey,  3301  North 
Causeway  Blvd.,  Room  147,  Metairie, 
Louisiana  70002.  - 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

U.S.  Geological  Survey,  Public  Records, 
Room  147,  open  weekdays  9  a.m.  to  3:30 
p.m.,  3301  North  Causeway  Blvd., 
Metairie,  Louisiana  70002,  Phone  837- 
4720,  Ext.  226. 

supplementary  information:  Revised 
rules  governing  practices  and 
procedures  under  which  the  U.S. 
Geological  Survey  makes  information 
contained  in  Development  and 
Production  Plans  available  to  affected 
States,  executives  of  affected  local 
governments,  and  other  interested 
parties  became  effective  December  13, 
1979,  (44  FR  53685).  Those  practices  and 
procedures  are  set  out  in  a  revised 
Section  250.34  of  Title  30  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations. 

Dated:  July  10, 1980. 

E.  A.  Marsh, 

Acting  Conservation  Manager,  Gulf  of  Mexico 
OCS  Region. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21350  Filed  7-18-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4310-31-M 

Oil  and  Gas  and  Sulphur  Operations  in 
the  Outer  Continental  Shelf;  Chevron 
U.S.A.,  Inc. 

AGENCY:  U.S.  Geological  Survey, 
Department  of  the  Interior. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  the  receipt  of  a 
proposed  development  and  production 
plan. 

SUMMARY:  Notice  is  hereby  given  that 
Chevron  U.S.A.  Inc.  has  submitted  a 
Development  and  Production  Plan 
describing  the  activities  it  proposes  to 
conduct  on  Leases  OCS-G  1574  and 
OCS-G  1899,  Blocks  189  and  188,  South 
Timbalier  Area,  offshore  Louisiana. 

The  purpose  of  this  Notice  is  to  inform 
the  public,  pursuant  to  Section  25  of  the 
OCS  Lands  Act  Amendments  of  1978, 
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that  the  Geological  Survey  is 
considering  approval  of  the  Plan  and 
that  it  is  available  for  public  review  at 
the  offices  of  the  Conservation  Manager, 
Gulf  of  Mexico  OCS  Region,  U.S. 
Geological  Survey,  3301  North 
Causeway  Blvd.,  Room  147,  Metairie, 
Louisiana  70002. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 

U.S.  Geological  Survey,  Public  Records, 
Room  147,  open  weekdays  9  a.m.  to  3:30 
p.m.,  3301  North  Causeway  Blvd., 
Metairie,  Louisiana  70002,  Phone  837- 
4720,  Ext.  226. 

supplementary  information:  Revised 
rules  governing  practices  and 
procedures  under  which  the  U.S. 
Geological  Survey  makes  information 
contained  in  Development  and 
Production  Plans  available  to  affected 
States,  executives  of  affected  local 
governments,  and  other  interested 
parties  became  effective  December  13, 
1979,  (44  FR  53685).  Those  practices  and 
procedures  are  set  out  in  a  revised 
Section  250.34  of  Title  30  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations. 

Dated:  July  10, 1980. 

E.  A.  Marsh, 

Acting  Conservation  Manager,  Gulf  of  Mexico 
OCS  Region. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21348  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4210-31-41 


"  Heritage  Conservation  and  Recreation 
Service 

National  Registry  of  Natural 
Landmarks 

AGENCY:  Heritage  Conservation  and 
Recreation  Service,  Department  of  the 
Interior. 

ACTION:  Notification  of  potential  natural 
landmarks. 


The  areas  listed  below  have  been 
identified  as  potential  national  natural 
landmarks  by  the  Service’s  Division  of 
Natural  Landmarks  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  36  CFR  1212.4. 

Pursuant  to  §  1212.5  (b)(1)  of  38  CFR  Part 
1212,  written  comments  concerning  the 
potential  designation  of  these  areas  as 
national  natural  landmarks  may  be 
forwarded  to  the  Acting  Associate 
Director  for  Natural  Programs,  Heritage 
Conservation  and  Recreation  Service, 
U.S.  Department  of  the  Interior, 
Washington,  D.C.  20243.  Written 
comments  or  a  request  for  additional 
time  should  be  received  no  later  than 
August  18, 1980. 


Dated:  July  14, 1980. 

Robert  A.  Ritsch, 

Acting  Associate  Director  for  Natural 
Programs. 

Texas 

Tarrant  County 

Fort  Worth  Nature  Center  and  Refuge; 
located  in  the  northwestern  comer  of 
the  City  of  Fort  Worth. 

Wyoming 

Natrona  County 

Hell’s  Half  Acre;  40  miles  west  of 
Caspar. 

Teton  County 

Fossil  Mountain  Ice  Cave;  16  miles 
northwest  of  Jackson. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21374  Filed  7-18-80;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4310-03-M 


Water  and  Power  Resources  Service 

Proposed  Contract  With  Central 
Nebraska  Public  Power  and  Irrigation 
District;  Availability  of  the  Proposed 
Small  Reclamation  Projects  Loan 
Contract  for  Public  Review  and 
Comment 

The  Department  of  the  Interior, 
through  the  Water  and  Power  Resources 
Service,  has  completed  the  negotiation 
of  a  proposed  contract  (No.  0-07-70- 
W0393)  between  the  United  States  and 
the  Central  Nebraska  Public  Power  and 
Irrigation  District,  Holdrege,  Nebraska. 
The  proposed  contract  was  prepared 
pursuant  to  the  Small  Reclamation 
Projects  Act  of  1956  (70  Stat.  1944). 

The  proposed  contract  provides  for 
repayment  of  not  to  exceed  $10,368,000 
which  will  be  used  for  major 
rehabilitation  work  on  the  District’s 
Phelps  water  distribution  system.  The 
system  encompasses  approximately 
100,000  acres'of  irrigable  land  in  and 
around  Holdrege,  Nebraska,  of  which 
67,000  acres  will  benefit  from  the 
rehabilitation  project.  Major  portions  of 
the  Phelps  system  have  become 
antiquated  and  deteriorated.  The' 
proposed  plan  provides  for  the 
rehabilitation  and  improvement  of  the 
district’s  existing  distribution  facilities 
to  conserve  existing  water  supplies, 
provide  more  efficient  delivery  of  water 
to  the  district,  reduce  canal  and  lateral 
seepage  losses,  improve  groundwater 
conditions,  and  provide  more 
economical  operation  and  maintenance 
of  the  district’s  facilities.  The  principal 
project  features  include:  rehabilitation 
of  the  main  canal  earthwork  and 
structures,  lateral  earthwork  and 
structures,  a  main  canal  regulating 


reservoir,  and  a  monitoring  and  remote- 
control  system. 

For  further  information  and  copies  of 
the  proposed  contract,  please  contact 
Robin  McKinley  or  William  Wyche, 
Repayment  Branch,  Division  of  Water 
and  Land  Operations,  Water  and  Power 
Resources  Service,  Lower  Missouri 
Region,  Building  20,  Denver  Federal 
Center,  Denver,  Colorado  80225; 
telephone  (303)  234-3327  and  234-6562, 
respectively. 

Comments  on  the  proposed  contract 
will  be  received  up  to  15  days  from  the 
date  of  this  notice.  The  Commissioner  of 
Water  and  Power  Resources  will  review 
comments  submitted  and  based  on  the 
number,  source,  and  nature  of  the 
comments  will  decide  whether  to  hold  a 
public  meeting.  All  written 
correspondence  concerning  the 
proposed  contract  is  available  to  the 
general  public  pursuant  to  the  terms  and 
procedures  of  the  Freedom  of 
Information  Act  (80  Stat.  383),  as 
amended. 

Dated:  July  14, 1980. 

Clifford  I.  Barrett, 

Commissioner  of  Water  and  Power 
Resources. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21394  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  4310-09-48 


Office  of  the  Secretary 
[516  DM6,  Appendix  1] 

National  Environmental  Policy  Act; 
Revised  Implementing  Procedures 

AGENCY:  Department  of  the  Interior. 
ACTION:  Notice  of  final  revised 
instructions  for  the  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  announces  a  final 
appendix  to  the  Department’s  NEPA 
procedures  to  the  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service.  The  final  Departmental 
procedures  were  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  April  23, 1980  (45  FR 
27541). 

DATE:  The  appendix  was  adopted  July 
17, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Bruce  Blanchard,  Director,  Office  of 
Environmental  Project  Review,  Office  of 
the  Secretary,  Department  of  the 
Interior,  Washington,  D.C.,  20240; 
Telephone  (202)  343-3891,  FTS  343-3891. 
For  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  contact 
Steve  Taub,  Telephone  (202)  343-5685, 
FTS  343-5685. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This 
appendix  to  the  Department  Manual 
(516  DM  6,  Appendix  1)  provides  more 
specific  NEPA  compliance  guidance  to 
the  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service.  In 
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particular  it  provides  information  about 
FWS  organizational  responsibilities  for 
NEPA  compliance,  advice  to  applicants, 
actions  normally  requiring  the 
preparation  of  an  EIS,  and  categorical 
exclusions.  The  appendix  must  be  taken 
in  conjunction  with  the  Departmental 
procedures  (516  DM  1-6)  and  the  CEQ 
regulations  (40  CFR 1500).  In  addition, 
the  bureau  will  prepare  a  handbook(s) 
or  other  technical  guidance  on  how  to 
apply  these  procedures  to  its  principal 
programs. 

Response  to  Comments.  The  proposed 
appendix  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  November  15, 1979  (44  FR 
65822)  and  three  comments  were 
received.  As  a  result  of  these  comments 
and  other  internal  input,  several 
technical  changes  were  made  to  improve 
the  instructions.  The  following  is  the 
response  to  the  substantive  comments: 

1.  Guidance  to  Applicants.  One 
commentor  pointed  out  a  possibly 
misleading  statement  referencing  the 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Coordination  Act.  The 
commentor  was  correct  and  the 
necessary  changes  were  made  in 
Section  1.2A. 

2.  Actions  Normally  Requiring  an  EIS. 
One  commentor  was  concerned  that  the 
language  of  Section  1.3  could  lead  to  the 
preparation  of  EISs  for  any  habitat 
acquisition  regardless  of  size.  At  a 
meeting  with  this  commentor,  it  was 
pointed  out  that  the  language  only 
pertained  to  new  installations  and  major 
additions  or  changes  in  existing 
installations  and  that  reasonable 
latitude  was  available  to  FWS  personnel 
in  determining  whether  to  prepare  an 
EIS.  Thus,  the  language  does  not  require 
the  preparation  of  EISs  for  land 
acquisition  regardless  of  size. 

3.  Categorical  Exclusions.  Concern 
was  expressed  by  one  commentor  that 
Section  1.4A  as  written  may  require 
environmental  analysis  beyond  the 
scope  of  the  data  generated  by  the 
survey  before  using  the  survey  findings 
or  recommendations  in  a  management 
program.  This  section  was  modified  to 
clarify  that,  although  these  surveys  and 
their  findings  and  recommendations  are 
categorically  excluded,  proposed 
management  actions  resulting  from  them 
will  be  subject  to  the  NEPA  process. 

This  commentor  also  recommended  that 
such  minor  development  activities  as 
sign  posting  and  placement  of  nesting 
structures  be  categorically  excluded. 
These  have  been  added  to  Section  1.4B. 

Additions  to  the  Appendix.  Section 
1.4H  has  been  modified  and  Section 
1.4B(1)  has  been  added  to  the  list  of 
categorical  exclusions.  These  pertain  to 
routine,  recurring  and  special 
regulations  (instead  of  and  broader  than 
the  proposed  annual  regulations)  and 


routine  operatons.  Comments  are 
welcome  on  these  additions. 

Format. 

Chapter  6  (516  DM  6)  Managing  the 
NEPA  Process 

Appendix  1  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 

1.1  NEPA  Responsibility 

1.2  Guidance  to  Applicants 

1.3  Major  Actions  Normally  Requiring  an 
EIS 

1.4  Categorical  Exclusions 

Other  Bureaus.  Proposed  appendices 
for  other  bureaus  have  been  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  as  follows: 

Heritage  Conservation  and  Recreation 
Service,  August  23, 1979  (44  FR  49523) 
Bureau  of  Mines,  February  14, 1980  (45  FR 
10043) 

National  Park  Service,  May  15, 1980  (45  FR 
32126) 

Office  of  Surface  Mining,  February  14, 1980 
(45  FR  10043) 

Water  and  Power  Resources  Service,  August 
14, 1979  (44  FR  47627). 

Date:  July  14, 1980. 

James  H.  Rathlesberger, 

Special  Assistant  to  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

516  DM  Appendix  1 

Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 

1.1  NEPA  Responsibility. 

A.  The  Director  is  responsible  for 
NEPA  compliance  for  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service  (FWS)  activities. 

B.  Each  Associate  Director  (Wildlife 
Resources,  Fishery  Resources,  Research, 
Federal  Assistance,  and  Environment)  is 
responsible  for  general  guidance  and 
compliance  in  their  respective  areas  of 
responsibility. 

C.  The  Associate  Director — 
Environment  has  been  delegated 
oversight  responsibility  for  FWS  NEPA 
compliance. 

D.  The  Office  of  Environmental 
Coordination  (Washington),  which 
reports  to  the  Associate  Director — 
Environment,  is  responsible  for  internal 
control  of  both  environmental  reviews 
of  documents  prepared  by  other 
agencies  and  environmental  statements 
prepared  by  the  various  FWS  Divisions. 
This  Office  is  also  responsible  for 
preparing  FWS  NEPA  procedures, 
guidelines,  and  instructions,  and  for 
supplying  technical  assistance  in  NEPA 
matters  to  FWS  entities. 

E.  Each  Regional  Director  and  the 
Alaska  Area  Director  is  responsible  for 
NEPA  compliance  in  his/her  area  of 
responsibility.  An  individual  in  each 
Regional  Office  and  the  Alaska  Area 
Office,  named  by  title  and  reporting  to 
the  Regional  or  Alaska  Area  Director, 
will  have  NEPA  coordination  duties  at 
the  regional  level  similar  to  those  of  the 
Office  of  Environmental  Coordination. 


F.  Each  Area  Office  will  have  an 
individual  with  similar  NEPA 
coordination  responsibilities. 

1.2  Guidance  to  Applicants. 

A.  FWS  Permits.  The  FWS  has 
responsibility  for  issuing  certain  permits 
to  Federal  and  State  agencies  and 
private  parties  for  actions  which  would 
involve  certain  wildlife  species  and / or 
use  of  FWS-administered  lands. 

(1)  Permits  for  the  Taking,  Possession, 
Transportation,  Sale,  Purchase,  Barter, 
Exportation,  or  Importation  of  Certain 
Wildlife  Species.  The  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  Part  13,  Title  50  (50  CFR  13) 
contains  regulations  for  General  Permit 
Procedures.  Section  13.3  lists  types  of 
permits  and  the  pertinent  Parts  of  50 
CFR.  These  include:  Import  and  Marking 
(Part  14),  Feather  Imports  (Part  15), 
Injurious  Wildlife  (Part  16),  Endangered 
Species  (Part  17),  Marine  Mammals  (Part 
18),  Migratory  Birds  (Part  21),  Eagles 
(Part  22),  and  Endangered  Species 
Convention  (Part  23).  Potential 
applicants  should  request  information 
from  the  Chief,  Federal  Wildlife  Permit 
Office,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service, 
Department  of  the  Interior,  Washington, 
D.C.  20240. 

(2)  Federal  Lands  Managed  by  the 
FWS.  The  Administration  of  National 
Wildlife  Refuge  System  Act  (16  U.S.C. 
668dd-668ee)  allows  the  granting  of 
public  use  rights  in  areas  of  the  National 
Wildlife  Refuge  and  Fish  Hatchery 
System  only  when  the  FWS  determines 
that  such  use  is  compatible  with  the 
purposes  for  which  the  area  was 
established.  Detailed  procedures  an 
applicant  must  adhere  to  are  contained 
in  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Title 
50,  Parts  25-29,  31-35,  60,  70-71.  These 
rules  and  regulations  apply  to  all  FWS- 
administered  lands. 

B.  Permits  and  Licenses  Reviewed  by 
FWS  Under  the  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Coordination  Act  (FWCA).  Under 
provisions  of  the  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Coordination  Act  (16  U.S.C.  661-667e;  48 
Stat.  401,  as  amended),  the  FWS 
investigates  and  reports  on  proposals  by 
any  department  or  agency  of  the  United 
States,  or  by  any  public  or  private 
agency  under  Federal  permit  or  license 
that  may  impound,  divert,  deepen,  or 
otherwise  control  or  modify  any  stream 
or  other  waterbody.  Private  parties  and 
government  agencies'  planning  activities 
that  may  require  a  permit  or  license  for 
activities  of  this  kind  are  encouraged  to 
consult  with  the  FWS  at  the  onset  of 
planning.  Applications  to  other  Federal 
agencies  for  these  actions  will  be 
forwarded  to  the  FWS  and  reviewed 
according  to  the  “Guidelines  for  the 
Review  of  Fish  and  Wildlife  Aspects  of 
Proposals  in  or  Affecting  Navigable 
Waters”  (40  FR  55809,  December  1, 1975, 
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and  reprinted  in  44  FR  29346,  May  18, 
1979).  The  non-Federal  works  and 
activities  reviewed  under  the  authority 
of  the  Fish  and  Wildlife  Coordination 
Act  include: 

(1)  Works  and  activities  in  navigable 
waters  of  the  United  States,  permitted 
by  the  Corps  of  Engineers  (Corps)  or  the 
Coast  Guard  (CG)  under  Sections  9  and 
10  of  the  River  and  Harbor  Act  of  March 
3, 1899  (1899  Act). 

(2)  Works  secondarily  permitted  by 
the  Corps  such  as  mineral  exploration 
and  development  on  the  Outer 
Continental  Shelf  (OCS)  and  other 
public  lands,  rights-of-way  on  public 
lands  and  activities  in  wetlands  in 
Guam,  the  Virgin  Islands,  and  American 
Samoa. 

(3)  Discharge  of  pollutants  and  the 
disposal  of  materials,  including: 

(a)  Discharge  of  pollutants  permitted 
by  the  Environmental  Protection  Agency 
(EPA)  under  Section  402  of  the  Clean 
Water  Act  (CWA). 

(b)  Disposal  of  dredged  and  fill 
material  permitted  by  the  Corps  under 
Section  404,  CWA. 

(c)  Ocean  dumping  of  dredged 
material  permitted  by  EPA  under 
Section  102  of  the  Marine  Protection, 
Research  and  Sanctuaries  Act  of  1972. 

(d)  Disposal  of  sewage  sludge 
permitted  by  EPA  under  Section  405, 
CWA. 

(4)  Construction  of  powerplants  and 
related  facilities  permitted  or  licensed 
by  the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission  or  the  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission. 

(5)  Other  federally  sanctioned  works 
that  affect  streams  or  other  water  bodies 
and  therefore  require  a  permit  from  the 
Corps,  CG  or  EPA.  These  include  most 
channels,  highways,  airports,  and 
transmission  lines,  and  dredging,  filling, 
discharge,  or  disposal  related  to  hydro, 
steam  and  nuclear  electric  generating 
plants.  It  also  includes  permits  for  oil, 
gas,  and  mineral  exploration,  drilling, 
mining,  and  development  on  the  OCS 
and  public  lands,  and  rights-of-way  and 
other  permits  issued  for  works  involving 
Federal  lands. 

C.  Federal  Aid  to  States.  The  FWS 
administers  grant  funds  to  State  under 
the  Anadromous  Fish  and  Conservation 
Act  (CFDA  #15.600),  Sport  Fish 
Restoration  Act  (CFDA  #15.605), 
Wildlife  Restoration  Act  (CFDA 
#15.611),  and  the  Endangered  Species 
Conservation  Act  (CFDA  #15.612). 
Information  on  how  States  may  request 
funds  through  the  FWS  under  these  Acts 
is  contained  in  the  Federal  Aid  Manual. 
Copies  of  this  Manual  have  been 
provided  to  all  State  fish  and  wildlife 
resource  agencies  and  are  regularly 
updated.  Current  copies  are  also 


available  for  inspection  in  each  FWS 
Regional  Office  as  well  as  the  Division 
of  Federal  Aid,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service,  Department  of  the  Interior, 
Washington,  D.C.  20240. 

1.3  Major  Actions  Normally 
Requiring  an  E1S. 

A.  The  following  FWS  proposals  will 
normally  require  the  preparation  of  an 
EIS: 

(1)  Establishment  of  new  refuges,  fish 
hatcheries,  or  research  stations  and 
major  additions  to  existing  installations. 

(2)  Master  plans  for  major  new 
installations. 

(3)  Master  plans  for  established 
installations  where  major  new 
developments  or  substantial  changes  in 
management  practices  are  proposed. 

*  B.  If  for  any  of  these  proposals  it  is 
initially  decided  not  to  prepare  an  EIS, 
an  EA  will  be  prepared  and  handled  in 
accordance  with  Section  1501.4(e)(2). 

1 .4  Categorical  Exclusions. 

In  addition  to  the  actions  listed  in  the 
Departmental  categorical  exclusions 
outlined  in  Appendix  1  of  516  DM  2, 
many  of  which  the  Service  also 
performs,  the  following  FWS  actions  are 
designated  categorical  exclusions  unless 
the  action  qualifies  as  an  exception 
under  516  DM  2.3(A)(3).  These 
exclusions  replace  those  listed  in  the 
Federal  Register,  Vol.  44,  No.  112,  June  8, 
1979,  pp. 33160-33162. 

A.  Surveys,  Inventories  and 
Monitoring  Actions.  These  excluded 
actions  are  undertaken  to  determine  the 
number  and  conditions  of  fish  and 
wildlife,  endangered  plants,  their 
habitats,  or  the  harvest  or  other  uses  of 
these  resources.  Surveys  range  from 
direct  observations  of  animals  or 
measures  of  habitat  conditions  to 
indirect  determinations  relying  on 
proven  sampling  procedures.  While 
most  surveys  will  employ  direct  or 
indirect  counts  of  fish  or  wildlife,  some 
may  require  capture  for  more  complete 
identification  or  examination  for  age, 
condition,  productivity,  health  and 
general  fitness.  Population  estimates 
may  require  the  capture,  tagging  and 
release  of  some  animals.  Monitoring 
activities  include  sampling  fish  and 
wildlife  to.  determine  contaminant 
residue  trends  as  part  of  the  Toxic 
Substances  Control  Act.  Surveys  of 
wildlife  users  to  determine  their  desires 
and  needs  may  further  show  economic, 
sociological,  aesthetic,  or  scientific 
values.  The  data  and  findings  acquired 
from  surveys  and  inventories  generally 
form  the  basis  for  management 
recommendations.  While  the  actual 
surveys  and  inventories  and  their 
findings  and  recommendations  are 
categorically  excluded,  and  resulting 


proposed  management  actions  will  be 
separately  subject  to  the  NEPA  process. 

B.  Routine  Operations  and 
Maintenance. 

(1)  Routine  operations  are  defined  as 
ongoing  or  recurring  actions  which  are 
limited  in  scope  or  are  of  an 
administrative  nature  and  have  minimal 
environmental  impact.  These  actions 
include:  the  operation  of  water  control 
structures  that  do  not  alter  the  existing 
regime,  administration  of  ongoing 
mineral  operations  and  leases,  provision 
for  payments  in  lieu  of  taxes, 
installation  of  minor  structures, 
equipment  purchases,  routine  custodial 
actions,  posting  of  signs,  station  and 
area  surveillance  and  general 
administration  and  control  of  station 
and  public  use  areas. 

(2)  Routine  maintenance  is  defined  as 
the  repair,  renovation,  and  upkeep  of 
facilities  and  improvements  at  the  same 
location  for  the  same  purpose.  Excluded 
actions  include  work  on  existing 
drainage  ditches,  roads,  bridges,  small 
dams,  water  control  structures,  dikes, 
and  levees  unless  such  efforts  would 
alter  or  expand  the  existing  capacity, 
use  or  purpose.  Routine  maintenance  of 
habitat  conditions  to  include  minor, 
short-term  modifications  in  vesgetative 
cover  is  excluded,  unless  management 
work  would  substantially  alter  the 
dominant  vegetation  on  substantial 
acreage.  Also  excluded  are  maintenance 
of  fish  cultural  raceways,  nesting 
structures,  parking  lots,  building,  target 
ranges,  picnic  and  camping  areas, 
fences,  signs,  trails,  boat  ramps,  and 
major  equipment  items. 

C.  Service  Training,  Conservation  and 
Hunter  Education,  Public  Information 
and  Interpretation  Efforts.  Excluded  are 
training  actions  for  FWS  personnel,  and 
efforts  to  make  the  public  more 
knowledgeable  about  fish  and  wildlife 
resources  and  their  values,  and  which 
will  promote  fuller  and  safer  outdoor 
experiences  without  unnecessarily 
detracting  from  the  enjoyment  of  others. 
Not  excluded  are  actions  that  involve  a 
significant  long-term  commitment  of 
environmental  resources. 

D.  Research  Studies.  Research  studies 
are  excluded  except: 

(1)  Studies  which  involve  significant 
animal  mortality  or  experimental 
introduction  of  nonindigenous  plants 
and/or  animals;  and 

(2)  Studies  that  require  significant 
disruption  of  the  physical  environment 
or  the  introduction  of  ecologically 
significant  amounts  of  pesticides  or 
other  contaminants  into  the 
environment. 

E.  Consultation  and  Technical 
Assistance.  Excluded  are  consultation 
and  technical  guidance  and  assistance, 
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including  reports  or  recommendations 
provided  to  other  Federal  or  State 
agencies,  public  corporations  or 
individuals  to  assist  them  in  their 
planning  actions  to  either  benefit  or 
minimize  harm  to  fish  and  wildlife 
resources. 

F.  Migratory  Bird  Banding  Projects. 
Bird  banding  undertaken  or  funded  by 
the  FWS  to  obtain  information  on 
waterfowl  and  other  migratory  birds  are 
excluded. 

G.  Removal  of  Non-Valuable,  Recent 
Materials  and  Structures.  Removing 
discarded  or  abandoned  materials  and 
structures,  including  dumps, 
automobiles,  fences  and  buildings  in 
order  to  restore  a  natural  appearance  is 
excluded. 

H.  Issuance  of  Routine,  Recurring,  or 
Special  Regulations.  Routine,  recurring, 
and  special  regulations  for  hunting, 
fishing,  and  public  access,  use,  and 
recreation  are  excluded,  unless  they 
involve  a  significant  change  in  the  level 
of  use  previously  permitted. 

I.  Federally-aided  Planning  Projects. 
State  planning  projects  funded  by  FWS 
for  future  actions  are  categorically 
excluded.  However,  when  the  plan  is 
submitted  to  Federal  officials  for 
approval,  the  program  proposed  by  that 
plan  is  subject  to  the  NEPA  process. 

J.  Coordination  Projects.  Coordination 
projects  involving  administrative  and 
clerical  services  for  the  States’  Federal 
Aid  projects  are  categorically  excluded. 
This  administrative  function  involves 
the  development  of  work  plans  and 
provisions  for  technical  direction  of 
program  employees,  correlating  Federal 
Aid-financed  actions  with  other  State 
operations,  and  maintaining  records 
essential  to  the  program. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21278  Filed  7-18-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  4310-55-M 


[516  DM  6,  Appendix  9] 

National  Environmental  Policy  Act 
Revised  Implementing  Procedures 

AGENCY:  Department  of  the  Interior. 
action:  Notice  of  final  revised 
instructions  for  the  Water  and  Power 
Resources  Service. 

summary:  This  notice  announces  a  final 
appendix  to  the  Department’s  NEPA 
procedures  for  the  Water  and  Power 
Resources  Service.  The  final 
Departmental  procedures  were 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
April  23, 1980  (45  FR  27541). 
date:  The  appendix  was  adopted  July 
11, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT*. 

Bruce  Blanchard,  Director,  Office  of 
Environmental  Project  Review,  Office  of 


the  Secretary,  Department  of  the 
Interior,  Washington,  D.C.,  Telephone 
(202)  343-3891,  FTS  343-3891. 

For  Water  and  Power  Resources 

Service,  contact  A1  Jonez,  Telephone 

(202)  343-4991,  FTS  343-4991. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This 
appendix  to  the  Departmental  Manual 
(516  DM  6,  appendix  9)  provides  more 
specific  NEPA  compliance  guidance  to 
the  Water  and  Power  Resources  Service. 
In  particular  it  provides  information 
about  WRPS  organizational 
responsibilities  for  NEPA  compliance, 
advice  to  applicants,  actions  normally 
requiring  the  preparation  of  an  EIS,  and 
categorical  exclusions.  The  appendix 
must  be  used  in  conjunction  with  the 
Departmental  procedures  (516  DM  1-6) 
and  the  CEQ  regulations  (40  CFR  1500). 

In  addition,  the  bureau  will  prepare  a 
handbook(s)  or  other  technical  guidance 
on  how  to  apply  these  procedures  to  its 
principal  programs. 

Response  to  Comments.  The  proposed 
appendix  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  August  14, 1979  (44  FR 
47627)  and  comments  were  received 
from  the  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA).  As  a  result  of  these 
comments  and  other  internal  input, 
several  technical  changes  were  made  to 
improve  the  instructions.  The  following 
is  the  response  to  the  substantive 
comments: 

1.  Major  Actions  Normally  Requiring 
an  EIS.  In  Section  9.3A(5)  EPA  was 
concerned  that  cumulative  impacts  from 
changes  in  project  design  may  not  be 
addressed  in  a  subsequent  unit  EIS  and 
suggested  deleting  “*  *  *  if  not  already 
covered  by  an  EIS,"  and  inserting  “*  *  * 
if  significant  new  impacts  are 
anticipated.” 

We  added  the  latter  phrase;  however, 
we  did  not  delete  the  former,  because 
we  still  have  projects  authorized  before 
1970  that  need  NEPA  compliance  before 
a  decision  is  made  to  construct  them. 

2.  Categorical  Exclusions.  EPA  felt  the 
class  of  actions  outlined  in  Section 
9.4D(10)  should  not  be  categorically 
excluded  since  EISs  have  been  prepared 
by  other  agencies  on  such  rights-of-way, 
including  highway  projects,  in  the  past. 
Since  the  issuance  of  such  rights-of-way 
often  is  a  required  link  for  a  larger 
project  that  may  require  an  EA  or  EIS, 
we  have  amended  this  category. 

3.  Cost-Benefit  Analysis.  EPA  was 
also  concerned  that  there  was  no 
procedure  for  implementing  Section 
1502.23,  Cost-Benefit  Analysis,  of  the 
CEQ  regulations.  The  Department  has 
adopted  the  CEQ  regulations,  and 
Section  1502.23  is  clear  and  will  be 
followed  by  WPRS. 


Additions  to  the  Appendix.  Sections 
9.4C(2),  D(3),  and  D(6)  have  been  added 
to  the  list  of  categorical  exclusions. 

These  pertain  to  land  acquisition, 
project  repayment  and  water  service 
contracts,  and  excess  land  disposal 
contracts.  Comments  are  welcome  on 
these  additions. 

Format 

Chapter  6  (516  DM  6)  Managing  the 
NEPA  Process 

Appendix  9  Water  and  Power  Resources 
Service 

9.1  NEPA  Responsibility 

9.2  Guidance  to  Applicants 

9.3  Major  Actions  Normally  Requiring  an 
EIS 

9.4  Categorical  Exclusions 

Other  Bureaus:  Proposed  appendices 
for  other  bureaus  have  been  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  as  follows: 

Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  November  15, 1979 
(44  FR  65822)  Heritage  Conservation  and 
Recreation  Service,  August  23, 1979  (44  FR 
49523) 

Bureau  of  Mines,  February  14, 1980  (45  FR 
10043) 

National  Park  Service,  May  15, 1980  (45  FR 
32126) 

Office  of  Surface  Mining,  February  14, 1980 
(45  FR  10043). 

Dated:  July  11, 1980. 

James  H.  Rathlesberger, 

Special  Assistant  to  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

516  DM  6  Appendix  9 

Water  and  Power  Resources  Service 

9.1  NEPA  Responsibility. 

A.  Commissioner.  Is  responsible  for 
NEPA  compliance  for  Water  and  Power 
Resources  Service  (WPRS)  activities. 

B.  Assistant  Commissioners.  (1)  are 
responsible  to  the  Commissioner  for 
supervising  and  coordinating  NEPA 
activities  in  their  assigned  areas  of 
responsibility. 

(2)  are  responsible,  in  assigned  area  of 
responsibility,  for  the  Washington  level 
review  of  EISs  prepared  in  the  regions  or 
E&R  Center  for  compliance  with 
program  area  policy  guidance. 

(3)  provide  supervision  and 
coordination  in  assigned  areas  of 
responsibility,  to  insure  that 
environmental  concerns  are  identified  in 
the  planning  stages  and  to  see  that 
Regional  Directors  follow  through  with 
environmental  commitments  during  the 
construction  and  operation  and 
maintenance  stages. 

(4)  may  designate  a  staff  position  to 
be  responsible  for  NEPA  oversight  and 
coordination  in  their  assigned  areas  of 
responsibility. 

C.  Regional  Directors.  (1)  are  fully 
responsible  to  the  Commissioner  for 
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integrating  the  NEPA  compliance 
activities  in  their  regional  area. 

(2)  will  designate  a  staff  position  with 
the  full  responsibility  to  the  Regional 
Director  for  providing  direction  of  the 
NEPA  process  including  information, 
guidance,  training,  advice,  consistency, 
quality,  adequacy,  oversight,  and 
coordination  on  NEPA  documents  or 
matters. 

D.  Division  and  Office  Chiefs  in  E&R 
Center.  (1)  are  responsible  for 
integrating  the  NEPA  process  into  their 
into  their  activities. 

(2)  will  designate  a  staff  position  to  be 
responsible  to  the  division  or  office  chief 
for  providing  guidance,  advice, 
consistency,  quality,  adequacy, 
oversight,  and  coordination  on  NEPA 
documents  for  matters  originating  in  the 
E&R  Center. 

(3)  will  provide  a  technical  review 
within  their  area  of  expertise  of 
environmental  documents  directed  to 
their  office  for  review  and  comment. 

E.  Director,  Office  of  Environmental 
Affairs  (Washington).  Is  the  position 
designated  by  the  Commissioner  to  be 
responsible  for  overall  policy  review  of 
WPRS  NEPA  compliance.  Information 
about  WPRS  NEPA  documents  of  the 
NEPA  process  can  be  obtained  by 
contacting  this  office. 

9.2  Guidance  to  Applicants. 

A.  Types  of  Applicants.  (1)  Actions 
that  are  initiated  by  private  or  non- 
Federal  entities  through  applications 
include  the  following:  repayment 
cotnracts,  water  service  contracts.  Small 
Reclamation  Projects  Act  Loans, 
Emergency  Loans,  Rehabilitation  and 
Betterment  Loans,  Distribution  System 
Loans,  land  use  permits,  licenses, 
easements,  crossing  agreements,  permits 
for  removal  of  sand  and  gravel,  renewal 
of  grazing,  recreation  management,  or 
cabin  site  leases. 

(2)  Applicants  will  be  provided 
information  by  the  regional  office  on 
what  environmental  reports,  analysis,  or 
information  are  needed  whem  they 
initiate  their  application.  The 
environmental  information  requested 
may,  of  necessity,  be  related  to  impacts 
on  private  lands  or  other  lands  not 
under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Service  to 
allow  the  WPRS  to  meet  its 
environmental  responsibilities. 

B.  Prepared  Program  Guidance  for 
Applicants.  (1)  Loans  under  the  Small 
Reclamation  Projects  Act  of  1956.  U.S. 
Department  of  the  Interior,  Bureau  of 
Reclamation,  March  1976  (35  pages). 

(2)  Guidelines  for  Preparing 
Applications  for  Loans  and  Grants 
under  the  Small  Reclamation  Projects 
Act,  Public  Law  84-984.  U.S.  Department 
of  the  Interior,  Bureau  of  Reclamation, 
December  1973  (121  pages). 


(3)  The  Rehabilitation  and  Betterment 
Program.  U.S.  Department  of  the 
Interior,  Bureau  of  Reclamation, 
September  1978  (14  pages). 

(4)  Guidelines  for  Preparation  of 
Reports  to  Support  Proposed 
Rehabilitation  and  Betterment  Programs. 
U.S.  Department  of  the  Interior,  Bureau 
of  Reclamation,  September  1978  (8 
pages). 

9.3  Major  Actions  Normally 
Requiring  and  EIS. 

A.  The  following  types  of  WPRS 
proposals  will  normally  require  the 
preparation  of  an  EIS: 

(1)  Proposed  Feasibility  Reports  on 
water  resources  projects. 

(2)  Proposed  Definite  Plan  Reports 
(DPR)  on  water  resources  projects  if  not 
covered  by  an  EIS  at  the  feasibility 
report  stage  or  if  there  have  been  major 
changes  in  the  project  plan  which  may 
cause  significantly  different  or 
additional  new  impacts. 

(3)  Proposed  repayment  contracts  and 
water  service  contracts  or  amendments 
thereof  or  supplements  thereto,  for 
irrigation,  municipal,  domestic,  or 
industrial  water  where  NEPA 
compliance  has  not  already  been 
accomplished. 

(4)  Proposed  modifications  to  existing 
projects  or  proposed  changes  in  the 
programmed  operation  of  an  existing 
project  that  may  cause  a  significant  new 
impact. 

(5)  Proposed  initiation  of  construction 
of  a  project  or  major  unit  thereof,  if  not 
already  covered  by  an  EIS,  or  if 
significant  new  impacts  are  anticipated. 

(6)  Proposed  major  research  projects 
where  there  may  be  significant  impacts 
resulting  from  experimentation  or  other 
such  research  activities. 

B.  If,  for  any  of  these  proposals  it  is 
initially  decided  not  to  prepare  an  EIS, 
and  EA  will  be  prepared  and  handled  in 
accordance  with  Section  1501.4(e)(2). 

9.4  Categorical  Exclusions. 

In  addition  to  the  actions  listed  in  the 
Departmental  categorical  exclusions 
outlined  in  Appendix  1  of  516  DM  2, 
many  of  which  the  Service  also 
performs,  the  following  WPRS  actions 
are  designated  categorical  exclusions 
unless  the  action  qualifies  as  an 
exception  under  518  DM  2.3A(3): 

A.  General  activities.  (1)  Regulations, 
policy  directives,  and  legislative 
proposals  where  the  impacts  are 
obviously  limited  to  economic  and/or 
social  effects. 

(2)  Training  activities  of  enrollees 
assigned  to  the  various  youth  programs. 
Such  training  may  include  minor 
construction  activities  for  other  entities. 

(3)  Research  activities,  such  as  non¬ 
destructive  data  collection  and  analysis, 
monitoring,  modeling,  laboratory  testing, 


calibration  and  testing  of  instruments  or 
procedures,  and  non-manipulative  field 
studies. 

B.  Planning  activities.  (1)  Routine 
planning  investigation  activities  such  as 
land  classification  surveys,  topographic 
surveys,  archeological  surveys,  wildlife 
studies,  economic  studies,  social  studies, 
and  other  study  activities. 

(2)  Appraisal,  status,  special  or 
concluding  reports,  if  they  do  not 
contain  recommendations  for  action,  but 
may  or  may  not  recommend  further 
study. 

C.  Project  implementation  activities. 

(1)  Classification  and  certification  of 
irrigable  land. 

(2)  Minor  acquisition  of  land  and 
rights-of-way  or  easements,  not 
involving  condemnation. 

(3)  Minor  construction  activities 
associated  with  authorized  projects 
which  merely  augment  or  supplement,  or 
are  enclosed  within,  existing  facilities. 

D.  Operation  and  maintenance 
activities.  (1)  Maintenance, 
rehabilitation,  and  replacement  of 
existing  facilities  which  may  involve  a 
minor  change  in  size,  but  no  change  in 
location  or  material  change  in  operation. 

(2)  Transfer  of  the  operation  and 
maintenance  activities  of  Federal 
facilities  to  water  districts,  recreation 
agencies,  fish  and  wildlife  agencies,  or 
other  entities  where  the  anticipated 
operation  and  maintenance  activities 
are  agreed  to  in  a  contract,  follow 
approved  WPRS  policy,  and  no  major 
change  in  operations  and  maintenance 
is  anticipated. 

(3)  Administration  and 
implementation  of  project  repayment 
and  water  service  contracts,  including 
approval  of  organizational  or  other 
administrative  changes  in  contracting 
entities  brought  about  by  inclusion  or 
exclusion  of  lands  in  these  contracts. 

(4)  Execution  and  implementation  of 
interim  water  service  contracts  where 
the  intended  use  will  provide  an  interim 
water  supply  for  entities. 

(5)  Approval  of  changes  in  pumping 
power  and  water  rates  charged 
contractors  by  WPRS  for  project  water 
service  or  power. 

(6)  Execution  and  administration  of 
recordable  contracts  for  disposal  of 
excess  lands. 

(7)  Disposal  or  sale  of  withdrawn  or 
acquired  lands  where  no  change  in 
usage  is  anticipated. 

(8)  Renewal  of  existing  grazing, 
recreation  management,  or  cabin  site 
leases  which  do  not  increase  the  level  of 
use  or  continue  unsatisfactory 
environmental  conditions. 

(9)  Issuance  of  permits  for  removal  of 
gravel  or  sand  by  an  established  process 
for  existing  quarries. 


47946 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  45,  No.  139  /  Thursday,  July  17,  1980  /  Notices 


(10)  Issuance  of  permits,  licenses, 
easements,  and  crossing  agreements 
which  provide  rights-of-way  over  WPRS 
lands  where  the  action  does  not  allow  or 
lead  to  a  larger  public  or  private  action 
which  would  have  significant 
environmental  impacts. 

(11)  Implementation  of  improved 
appearance  and  soil  and  moisture 
conservation  programs. 

(12)  Conduct  of  programs  of 
demonstration,  education,  and  technical 
assistance  to  water  user  organizations 
for  improvement  of  project  and  on  farm 
irrigation  water  use  and  management. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21264  Filed  7-16-80: 8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4310-OS-M 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

Permanent  Authority  Decisions; 
Decision-Notice 

The  following  applications,  filed  on  or 
after  March  1, 1979,  are  governed  by 
Special  Rule  247  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  (49  CFR  1100.247). 
These  rules  provide,  among  other  things, 
that  a  petition  for  intervention,  either  in 
support  of  or  in  opposition  to  the 
granting  of  an  application,  must  be  filed 
with  the  Commission  within  30  days 
after  the  date  notice  of  the  application  is 
published  in  the  Federal  Register. 
Protests  (such  as  were  allowed  to  filings 
prior  to  March  1, 1979)  will  be  rejected. 

A  petition  for  intervention  without  leave 
must  comply  with  Rule  247(k)  which 
requires  petitioner  to  demonstrate  that  it 

(1)  holds  operating  authority  permitting 
performance  of  any  of  the  service  which 
the  applicant  seeks  authority  to  perform, 

(2)  has  the  necessary  equipment  and 
facilities  for  performing  that  service,  and 

(3)  has  performed  service  within  the 
scope  of  the  application  either  (a)  for 
those  supporting  the  application,  or  (b) 
where  the  service  is  not  limited  to  the 
facilities  of  particular  shippers,  from  and 
to,  or  between,  any  of  the  involved 
points. 

Persons  unable  to  intervene  under 
Rule  247(k)  may  file  a  petition  for  leave 
to  intervene  under  Rule  247(1)  setting 
forth  the  specific  grounds  upon  which  it 
is  made,  including  a  detailed  statement 
of  petitioner's  interest,  the  particular 
facts,  matters,  and  things  relied  upon, 
including  the  extent,  if  any,  to  which 
petitioner  (a)  has  solicited  the  traffic  or 
business  of  those  supporting  the 
application,  or,  (b)  where  the  identity  of 
those  supporting  the  application  is  not 
included  in  the  published  application 
notice,  has  solicited  traffic  or  business 
identical  to  any  part  of  that  sought  by 
applicant  within  the  affected 


marketplace.  The  Commission  will  also 
consider  (a)  the  nature  and  extent  of  the 
property,  financial,  or  other  interest  of 
the  petitioner,  (b)  the  effect  of  the 
decision  which  may  be  rendered  upon 
petitioner’s  interest,  (c)  the  availability 
of  other  means  by  which  the  petitioner’s 
interest  might  be  protected,  (d)  the 
extent  to  which  petitioner’s  interest  will 
be  represented  by  other  parties,  (e)  the 
extent  to  which  petitioner’s  participation 
may  reasonably  be  expected  to  assist  in 
the  development  of  a  sound  record,  and 
(f)  the  extent  to  which  participation  by 
the  petitioner  would  broaden  the  issues 
or  delay  the  proceeding. 

Petitions  not  in  reasonable 
compliance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
rule  may  be  rejected.  An  original  and 
one  copy  of  the  petition  to  intervene 
shall  be  filed  with  the  Commission 
indicating  the  specific  rule  under  which 
the  petition  to  intervene  is  being  filed, 
and  a  copy  shall  be  served  concurrently 
upon  applicant’s  representative,  or  upon 
applicant  if  no  representative  is  named. 

Section  247(f)  provides,  in  part,  that 
an  applicant  which  does  not  intend  to 
timely  prosecute  its  application  shall 
promptly  request  that  it  be  dismissed, 
and  that  failure  to  prosecute  an 
application  under  the  procedures  of  the 
Commission  will  result  in  its  dismissal. 

If  an  applicant  has  introduced  rates  as 
an  issue  it  is  noted.  Upon  request,  an 
applicant  must  provide  a  copy  of  the 
tentative  rate  scheduled  to  any 
protestant. 

Further  processing  steps  will  be  by 
Commission  notice,  decision,  or  letter 
which  will  be  served  on  each  party  of 
record.  Broadening  amendments  will  not 
be  accepted  after  the  date  of  this 
publication. 

Any  authority  granted  may  reflect 
administrative  acceptable  restrictive 
amendments  to  the  service  proposed 
below.  Some  of  the  applications  may 
have  been  modified  to  conform  to  the 
Commission’s  policy  of  simplifying 
grants  of  operating  authority. 

Findings:  With  the  exception  of  those 
applications  involving  duly  noted 
problems  (e.gs.,  unresolved  common 
control,  unresolved  fitness  questions, 
and  jurisdictional  problems)  we  find, 
preliminarily,  that  each  common  carrier 
applicant  has  demonstrated  that  its 
proposed  service  is  required  by  the 
present  and  future  public  convenience 
and  necessity,  and  that  each  contract 
carrier  applicant  qualifies  as  a  contract 
carrier  and  its  proposed  contract  carrier 
service  will  be  consistent  with  the 
public  interest  and  the  transportation 
policy  of  49  U.S.C.  10101.  Each  applicant 
is  fit,  willing,  and  able  properly  to 
perform  the  service  proposed  and  to 
conform  to  the  requirements  of  Title  49, 


Subtitle  IV,  United  States  Code,  and  the 
Commission's  regulation.  Except  where 
specifically  noted,  this  decision  is 
neither  a  major  Federal  action 
significantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  nor  a  major 
regulatory  action  under  the  Energy 
Policy  and  Conservation  Act  of  1975. 

In  those  proceedings  containing  a 
statement  or  note  that  dual  operations 
are  or  may  be  involved  we  find, 
preliminarily  and  in  the  absence  of  the 
issue  being  raised  by  a  petitioner,  that 
the  proposed  dual  operations  are 
consistent  with  the  public  interest  and 
the  transportatioan  policy  of  49  U.S.C. 
10101  subject  to  the  right  of  the 
Commission,  which  is  expressly 
reserved,  to  impose  such  terms, 
conditions  or  limitations  as  it  finds 
necessary  to  insure  that  applicant’s 
operations  shall  conform  to  the 
provisions  of  49  U.S.C.  10930(a) 

(formerly  section  210  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act). 

In  the  absence  of  legally  sufficient 
petitions  for  intervention,  filed  on  or 
before  August  18, 1980  (or,  if  the 
application  later  becomes  unopposed), 
appropriate  authority  will  be  issued  to 
each  applicant  (except  those  with  duly 
noted  problems)  upon  compliance  with 
certain  requirements  which  will  be  set 
forth  in  a  notification  of  effectiveness  of 
the  decision-notice.  To  the  extent  that 
the  authority  sought  below  may 
duplicate  an  applicant’s  other  authority, 
such  duplication  shall  be  construed  as 
conferring  only  a  single  operating  right. 

Applicants  must  comply  with  all 
specific  conditions  set  forth  in  the 
following  decision-notices  on  or  before 
August  18, 1'980,  or  the  application  shall 
stand  denied. 

Note. — All  applications  are  for  authority  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce, 
over  irrgular  routes,  except  as  otherwise 
noted. 

Volume  No.  207 

Decided:  June  13, 1980. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  Number 
2,  Members  Chandler,  Eaton  and  Liberman. 

MC  531  (Sub-445F),  filed  April  14, 

1980.  Applicant:  YOUNGER 
BROTHERS,  INC.,  4904  Griggs  Rd.,  P.O. 
Box  14048,  Houston,  TX  77021. 
Representative:  Wray  E.  Hughes  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Transporting 
alcohol  and  alcoholic  liquors,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  (1)  between  Bardstown, 
KY,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
Fort  Smith,  AR,  Plainfield,  IL,  New 
Orleans,  LA,  Detroit,  MI,  Scobeyville, 

NJ,  and  Burlingame,  CA,  (2)  in  foreign 
commerce  only,  between  points  on  the 
international  boundary  between  the  U.S. 
and  Canada  located  in  NY  and  MI,  on 
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the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Fort 
Smith,  AR,  Plainfield,  IL,  Bardstown,  KY, 
and  New  Orleans,  LA,  (3)  between 
Silverton,  OH,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  Fort  Smith,  AR,  Plainfield,  IL, 
Bardstown,  KY,  New  Orleans,  LA,  and 
Scobeyville,  NJ,  (4)  in  foreign  commerce 
only,  between  points  on  the 
international  boundary  between  the  U.S. 
and  Mexico  located  in  TX,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Fort  Smith,  AR, 
(5)  in  foreign  commerce  only,  between 
points  in  NY,  PA,  NJ,  MD,  FL,  AL,  and 
LA,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
Fort  Smith,  AR,  Silverton,  OH, 

Plainfield,  IL,  Bardstown,  KY,  and 
Scobeyville,  NJ,  (6)  between  Roberta, 

GA,  and  Aubumdale  and  Lake  Alfred, 

FL,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
Fort  Smith,  AR,  and  (7)  between  Fort 
Smith,  AR,  Plainfield,  IL,  New  Orleans, 
LA,  and  Bardstown,  KY,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  CA, 
restricted,  in  (1)  through  (7)  above,  to 
traffic  originating  at  or  destined  to 
facilities  of  Hiram  Walker  &  Sons,  Inc. 
(Hearing  site:  Fort  Smith,  AR,  or 
Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  531  (Sub-446F),  filed  April  10, 

1980.  Applicant:  YOUNGER 
BROTHERS,  INC.,  4904  Griggs  Rd.,  P.O. 
Box  14048,  Houston,  TX  77021. 
Representative:  Wray  E.  Hughes  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Transporting 
silicontetrachloride,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  the  facilities  of  Great 
Western  Silicon,  at  Chandler,  AZ,  to  the 
facilities  of  Van  De  Mark  Chemical  Co., 
Inc.,  at  Lockport,  NY.  (Hearing  site: 
Phoenix,  AZ.) 

MC  730  (Sub-503F),  filed  April  11, 

1980.  Applicant:  PACIFIC 
INTERMOUNTAIN  EXPRESS  CO.,  (a 
corporation),  25  North  Via  Monte, 
Walnut  Creek,  CA  94598. 

Representative:  R.  N.  Cooledge  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Transporting 
chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  the  facilities  of  PPG  Industries, 

Inc.,  in  Jefferson  and  Harris  Counties, 
TX,  to  points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK  and 
HI).  (Hearing  site:  Dallas,  or  Houston, 
TX.) 

MC  1150  (Sub-29F),  filed  April  28, 

1980.  Applicant:  HERREN  TRUCKING 
COMPANY,  INC.,  114  Second  St.  East, 
Lemmon,  SD  57638.  Representative:  John 
Mizera  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  petroleum  products,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  (1)  from  Glendive, 
MT,  to  Bowman,  ND,  Watauga,  SD,  and 
points  in  Perkins  County,  SD,  and  (2) 
from  Mandan,  ND,  to  Watauga,  SD,  and 
points  in  Perkins  County,  SD.  (Hearing 
site:  Pierre,  SD,  or  Bismarck,  ND.) 

MC  2421  (Sub-31F),  filed  April  8, 1980. 
Applicant:  NEWTON 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY,  INC., 


P.O.  Box  678,  Lenoir,  NC  28645. 
Representative:  Edward  G.  Villalon, 

1032  Pennsylvania  Bldg.,  Pennsylvania 
Avenue  and  13th  St.  NW.,  Washington, 
DC  20004.  Transporting  new  furniture 
and  furniture  parts,  (1)  from  the 
facilities  of  Drexei  Heritage  Furnishings, 
Inc.,  at  Drexei,  Marion,  Shelby, 
Mocksville,  Hildebran  and  High  Point, 
NC,  to  points  in  IN,  KY,  OH,  and  WV, 
and  (2)  from  Morganton,  NC,  to  points  in 
KY.  (Hearing  site:  Charlotte,  NC,  or 
Washington,  DC.) 

MC  4941  (Sub-98F),  filed  April  9, 1980. 
Applicant:  QUINN  FREIGHT  LINES, 

INC.,  1093  North  Montello  St.,  Brockton, 
MA  02403.  Representative:  Russell  S. 
Callahan  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  abrasives,  except 
commodities  in  bulk,  from  the  facilities 
of  Washington  Mills  Abrasive  Co.,  at 
North  Grafton,  Shrewsbury,  and 
Worcester,  MA,  to  points  in  IL,  IN,  MI, 
NY,  OH,  PA,  and  VA.  (Hearing  site: 
Boston,  MA,  or  Washington,  DC.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  8771  (Sub-65F),  filed  March  25, 
1980.  Applicant:  S  M  TRANSPORT  INC., 
P.O.  Box  41,  Camp  Hill,  PA  17011. 
Representative:  John  R.  Sims,  Jr.,  915 
Pennsylvania  Bldg.,  425 13th  Street  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20004.  Transporting 
pipe  bending  or  cleaning  machines  from 
Mendota,  IL  to  points  in  the  U.S.  (except 
AK  and  HI).  (Hearing  site:  Washington, 
DC,  or  Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  8771  (Sub-66F),  filed  March  25, 
1980.  Applicant:  S  M  TRANSPORT  INC., 
P.O.  Box  41,  Camp  Hill,  PA  17011. 
Representative:  John  R.  Sims,  Jr.,  915 
Pennsylvania  Bldg.,  425  13th  Street  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20004.  Transporting  (1) 
cranes,  and  storage  racks,  and  (2)  parts 
and  accessories  for  the  commodities  in 
(1)  above,  from  Mendota,  IL,  to  points  in 
CT,  DE,  IA,  KY,  ME,  MD,  MA,  MI,  MO, 
NH,  NJ.  NY,  PA,  RI,  TN,  VT,  VA,  and 
DC.  (Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC,  or 
Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  11220  (Sub-209F),  filed  April  11, 
1980.  Applicant:  GORDONS 
TRANSPORTS,  INC.,  185  West 
McLemore  Ave.,  Memphis,  TN  38101. 
Representative:  James  J.  Emigh,  P.O.  Box 
59,  Memphis,  TN  38101.  Over  regular 
routes,  transporting  general 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment), 
serving  the  facilities  of  Markey  Bronze 
Corp.,  at  or  near  Delta,  OH,  as  an  off- 
route  point  in  connection  with  carrier’s 
presently  authorized  regular-route 
operations  from  and  to  Toledo,  OH. 
(Hearing  site:  Detroit,  MI.) 


MC  11220  (Sub-210F),  filed  April  11, 
1980.  Applicant:  GORDONS 
TRANSPORTS,  INC.,  185  West 
McLemore  Ave.,  Memphis,  TN  38101. 
Representative:  James  J.  Emigh,  P.O.  Box 
59,  Memphis,  TN  38101.  Transporting  (1) 
alcoholic  liquors,  and  (2)  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  of 
alcoholic  liquors  (except  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles),  between  Ft.  Smith,  AR, 
Plainfield,  IL,  Bardstown  and  Louisville, 
KY,  and  New  Orleans,  LA,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  AL, 

AR,  GA,  IL,  IN,  IA,  KS,  KY,  LA,  MI,  MN, 
MS,  MO,  OH,  OK,  TN,  TX,  WV,  and  WI, 
restricted  to  traffic  originating  at  or 
destined  to  facilities  used  by  Hiram 
Walker  &  Sons,  Inc.  (Hearing  site: 
Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  16831  (Sub-38F),  filed  March  24, 
1980.  Applicant:  MID  SEVEN 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY,  2323 
Delaware  Avenue,  Des  Moines,  LA 
50317.  Representative:  William  L 
Fairbank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines,  IA  50309.  Transporting  iron  and 
steel  articles,  from  Kankakee,  IL,  to 
points  in  LA  on  and  west  of  U.S.  Hwy  63, 
and  points  in  NE.  (Hearing  site:  Chicago, 
IL.) 

MC  28961  (Sub-30F),  filed  April  10, 
1980.  Applicant:  McDUFFEE  MOTOR 
FREIGHT,  INC.,  8505  West  Warren 
Ave.,  Dearborn,  MI  48126. 
Representative:  LaVergne  L.  Adsit  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Over  regular 
routes,  transporting  general 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment), 
serving  the  plantsite  of  the  Budd 
Company  at  or  near  Johnson  City,  TN, 
as  an  off-route  point  in  connection  with 
applicant’s  otherwise  authorized  regular 
route  operations  to  and  from  Knoxville, 
TN.  (Hearing  site:  Knoxville,  TN.) 

MC  29910  (Sub-260F),  filed  April  9. 
1980.  Applicant:  ARKANSAS-BEST 
FREIGHT  SYSTEM,  INC.,  301  South  11th 
St.,  Ft.  Smith,  AR  72901.  Representative: 
Don  A.  Smith,  P.O.  Box  43,  510  North 
Greenwood  Ave.,  Ft.  Smith,  AR  72902. 
Transporting  foodstuffs,  from  Terre 
Haute,  IN,  to  points  in  MI.  (Hearing  site: 
Chicago,  IL  or  Washington,  DC.) 

Note. — Applicant  holds  regular  routes  and 
could  tack  at  Terre  Haute. 

MC  35320  (Sub-573F),  filed  March  26, 
1980.  Applicant:  T.I.M.E.-DC,  INC.,  2598 
74th  Street,  P.O.  Box  2550,  Lubbock,  TX 
79408.  Representative:  Kenneth  G. 
Thomas  (same  as  applicant).  Over 
regular  routes,  transporting  general 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives. 
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household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment), 
between  Detroit,  MI  and  Toledo,  OH, 
over  Interstate  Hwy  75,  serving  no 
intermediate  points,  restricted  against 
traffic  originating  at  or  destined  to 
points  in  OH.  (Hearing  site:  Detroit,  MI 
or  Washington,  DC.) 

Note. — Applicant  intends  to  tack  the 
sought  rights  to  its  existing  regular-route 
authority. 

MC  35320  (Sub-579F),  filed  April  11, 
1980.  Applicant:  T.I.M.E.-DC,  INC.,  2598 
74th  St.,  P.O.  Box  2550,  Lubbock,  TX 
79408.  Representative:  Kenneth  G. 
Thomas  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Over  regular  routes,  transporting 
general  commodities  (except  those  of 
unusual  value,  classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  commodities  in 
bulk,  and  those  requiring  special 
equipment),  (1)  between  Cincinnati,  OH 
and  Hagerstown,  MD,  from  Cincinnati, 
over  Interstate  Hwy  71,  to  Columbus, 

OH,  thence  over  Interstate  Hwy  70  to 
junction  U.S.  Hwy  11,  thence  over  U.S. 
Hwy  11  to  Hagerstown,  MD  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  serving  no 
intermediate  points,  and  (2)  between 
Cincinnati,  OH,  and  Winchester,  VA, 
over  U.S.  Hwy  50,  serving  no 
intermediate  points,  as  alternate  routes, 
for  operating  convenience  only,  in 
connection  with  applicant’s  otherwise 
authorized  regular  route  operations. 
(Hearing  site:  Cincinnati,  OH  or 
Washington,  DC.) 

Note. — Applicant  intends  to  tack  this 
authority  with  its  existing  regular-route 
authority. 

MC  35320  (Sub-580F),  filed  April  11, 
1980.  Applicant:  T.I.M.E.-DC,  INC.,  2598 
74th  St.,  P.O.  Box  2550,  Lubbock,  TX 
79408.  Representative:  Kenneth  G. 
Thomas  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Over  regular  routes,  transporting 
general  commodities  (except  those  of 
unusual  value,  classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  commodities  in 
bulk,  and  those  requiring  special 
equipment),  between  Cincinnati,  OH 
and  Louisville,  KY,  over  Interstate  Hwy 
71,  serving  no  intermediate  points,  as  an 
alternate  route  for  operating 
convenience  only  in  connection  with 
applicant’s  otherwise  authorized  regular 
route  operations.  (Hearing  site: 
Cincinnati,  OH  or  Washington,  DC.) 

Note. — Applicant  intends  to  tack  this 
authority  with  its  existing  regular-route 
authority. 

MC  35320  (Sub-581F),  filed  April  11, 
1980.  Applicant:  T.I.M.E.-DC,  INC.,  2598 
74th  St.,  PO  Box  2550,  Lubbock,  TX 
79408.  Representative:  Kenneth  G. 


Thomas  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Over  regular  routes,  transporting 
general  commodities  (except  those  of 
unusual  value,  classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  commodities  in 
bulk,  and  those  requiring  special 
equipment),  between  Little  Rock,  AR, 
and  Dallas,  TX,  over  Interstate  Hwy  30, 
serving  no  intermediate  points,  as  an 
alternate  route  for  operating 
convenience  only  in  connection  with 
applicant’s  otherwise  authorized 
regular-route  operations.  (Hearing  site: 
Dallas,  TX  or  Chicago,  IL.) 

Note. — Applicant  intends  to  tack  this 
authority  with  its  existing  regular-route 
authority. 

MC  35320  (Sub-582F),  filed  April  11, 
1980.  Applicant:  T.I.M.E.-DC,  INC.,  2598 
74th  St.,  PO  Box  2550,  Lubbock,  TX 
79408.  Representative:  Kenneth  G. 
Thomas  (Same  address  as  applicant). 
Over  regular  routes,  transporting 
general  commodities  (except  those  of 
unusual  value,  classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  commodities  in 
bulk,  and  those  requiring  special 
equipment),  between  Minneapolis,  MN, 
and  Denver,  CO,  from  Minneapolis,  over 
Interstate  Hwy  35  to  junction  Interstate 
Hwy  90,  then  over  Interstate  Hwy  90  to 
junction  U.S.  Hwy  16,  then  over  U.S. 

Hwy  16  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  85,  then 
over  U.S.  Hwy  85  to  junction  Interstate 
Hwy  25,  then  over  Interstate  Hwy  25  to 
Denver,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serving  no  intermediate  points,  as  an 
'  alternate  route  for  operating 
convenience  only  in  connection  with 
applicant’s  otherwise  authorized 
regular-route  operations.  (Hearing  site: 
Minneapolis/St.  Paul,  MN  or  Chicago, 
IL.) 

Note. — Applicant  intends  to  tack  this 
authority  with  its  existing  regular-route 
authority. 

MC  35320  (Sub-583F),  filed  April  11, 
1980.  Applicant:  T.I.M.E.-DC,  INC.,  2598 
74th  St.,  PO  Box  2550,  Lubbock,  TX 
79408.  Representative:  Kenneth  G. 
Thomas  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Over  regular  routes,  transporting 
general  commodities  (except  those  of 
unusual  value,  classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  commodities  in 
bulk,  and  those  requiring  special 
equipment),  (1)  between  Chicago,  IL  and 
St.  Louis,  MO,  over  Interstate  Hwy.  55, 
serving  no  intermediate  points,  and  (2) 
between  St.  Louis,  MO,  and  Memphis, 
TN,  over  Interstate  Hwy  55,  serving  no 
intermediate  points,  as  alternate  routes 
for  operating  convenience  only  in 
connection  with  applicant’s  otherwise 
authorized  regular-route  service. 


(Hearing  site:  Memphis,  TN  or  Chicago, 
IL.) 

Note. — Applicant  intends  to  tack  the 
authorities  in  (1)  and  (2)  with  one  another 
and  with  its  existing  regular-route  authority. 

MC  35320  (Sub-584F),  filed  April  10, 
1980.  Applicant:  T.I.M.E.-DC,  INC.,  2598 
74th  St.,  PO  Box  2550,  Lubbock,  TX 
79408.  Representative:  Kenneth  G. 
Thomas  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Over  regular  routes,  transporting 
general  commodities  (except  those  of 
unusual  value,  classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  commodities  in 
bulk,  and  those  requiring  special 
equipment),  serving  the  facilities  of  Briar 
Industries  at  or  near  Gardner,  KS,  as  an 
off-route  point  in  connection  with 
carrier’s  otherwise  authorized  regular 
route  operations.  (Hearing  site:  Kansas 
City,  MO,  or  Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  47171  (Sub-167F),  filed  April  10, 
1980.  Applicant:  COOPER  MOTOR 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  2820,  Greenville, 
SC  29602.  Representative:  Harris  G. 
Andrews  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  those  of  unusual  value,  classes 
A  and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment)  between  points  in 
Bartow  County,  GA,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  Culpepper,  Suffolk, 
Windsor,  Norfolk,  Madison  Heights, 
Petersburg,  Lester  Manor,  Richmond, 
Fredericksburg,  Warrenton,  Franklin, 
Lynchburg,  Farmville,  Smithfield, 
Danville,  South  Boston,  Victoria,  and 
Roanoke,  VA;  Washington,  DC; 
Baltimore  and  Cumberland,  MD, 
Wilmington  and  Cheswold,  DE;  points  in 
CT,  MA,  NJ,  NY,  and  RI;  and  points  in 
PA  located  east  of  the  Susquehanna 
River.  (Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC  or 
Columbia,  SC.) 

MC  52680  (Sub-6F),  filed  April  12, 

1980.  Applicant:  D.  A.  EXPRESS,  INC., 
11937  S.  Page  Blvd.,  Calumet  Park,  IL 
60643.  Representative:  Dan  Autullo 
(same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  (1)  iron  and  steel  articles, 
and  (2)  wheels,  and  hubs,  between 
points  in  Cook,  Dekalb,  DuPage,  Kane, 
Lake,  Putnam  and  Will  Counties,  IL,  and 
Lake  and  Porter  Counties,  IN,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  AL, 
AR,  CO,  GA,  IA,  IL,  IN,  KS,  KY,  LA,  MD, 
MI,  MN,  MO,  MS,  NE,  NJ,  NY,  OH,  TN, 
VA,  WI,  WV,  and  DC.  (Hearing  site: 
Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  56270  (Sub-44F),  filed  April  7, 

1980.  Applicant:  LEICHT  TRANSFER  & 
STORAGE  CO.,  a  corporation,  1401-55 
State  St.,  P.O.  Box  2385  Green  Bay,  WI 
54306.  Representative:  Dennis  L. 
Sedlacek  (same  as  applicant). 
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Transporting  (1)  containers,  container 
closures,  container  components, 
glassware,  and  packaging  products,  (2) 
scrap  material  (except  commodities  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  and  those 
requiring  special  equipment),  and  (3) 
materidls,  equipment  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  and  distribution  of 
the  commodities  named  in  (1)  above 
(except  commodities  in  bulk  in  tank 
vehicles,  and  those  requiring  special 
equipment)  between  points  in  GA,  IL, 

IN,  IA,  KS,  KY,  MI,  MN,  MO,  NE,  NJ, 

ND,  OH,  OK.  PA,  SD,  TN,  TX.  and  WI, 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  or  destined  to  the  facilities 
of  Owens-Illinois,  Inc.  (Hearing  site: 
Toledo,  OH,  or  Chicago,  IL) 

MC  56270  (Sub-45F),  filed  April  7, 

1980.  Applicant:  LEICHT  TRANSFER  & 
STORAGE  CO.,  a  corporation,  1401-55 
State  St.,  P.O.  Box  2385,  Green  Bay,  WI 
54306.  Representative:  Dennis  L. 
Sedlacek  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  those  of  unusual  value,  classes 
A  and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission. 
Commodities  in  bulk,  and  those 
requiring  the  use  of  special  equipment), 
between  points  in  GA,  IL  IN,  1A,  KS, 

KY,  MI,  MN,  MO,  NE,  NJ,  ND,  OH,  OK, 
PA,  SD,  TN,  TX,  and  WI,  restricted  to 
the  transportation  of  traffic  originating 
at  or  destined  to  the  facilities  of  Ralston 
Purina  Company.  (Hearing  site:  St. 

Louis,  MO,  or  Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  59150  (Sub-175F),  filed  March  26, 
1980.  Applicant:  PLOOF  TRUCK  LINES, 
INC.,  1414  Lindrose  Street,  Jacksonville, 
FL  32206.  Representative:  Martin  Sack, 
Jr.,  1754  Gulf  Life  Tower,  Jacksonville, 

FL  32207.  Transporting  lumber,  from 
points  in  GA,  NC.  SC,  VA,  and  TN,  to 
points  in  LA.  (Hearing  site:  Nashville, 
TN.) 

MC  59150  (Sub-176F),  filed  April  10, 
1980.  Applicant:  PLOOF  TRUCK  LINES, 
INC.,  1414  Lindrose  Street,  Jacksonville, 
FL  32206.  Representative:  Martin  Sack, 
Jr.,  1754  Gulf  Life  Tower,  Jacksonville, 
FL  32207.  Transporting  fencing,  from 
Longwood,  Perry  and  Lake  City,  FL,  to 
points  in  AL,  GA,  LA,  MS,  NC,  SC,  KY, 
TN,  VA,  and  WV.  (Hearing  site: 
Jacksonville,  FL.) 

MC  60271  (Sub-14F),  filed  April  11, 
1980.  Applicant:  HARPER  TRUCK  LINE, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  288,  Monroe,  LA  71201. 
Representative:  Sherri  L.  Roberts  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Transporting 
plywood,  and  building  materials,  from 
points  in  LA,  to  Vidalia  and  Lake 
Providence,  LA,  and  Natchez  and 
Vicksburg,  MS,  restricted  to  traffic 
having  a  subsequent  movement  by 
water.  (Hearing  site:  Monroe  or  Baton 
Rouge,  LA,  or  Little  Rock,  AR.) 


MC  61231  (Sub-170F),  filed  April  7, 

1980.  Applicant:  EASTER 
ENTERPRISES,  INC.,  d.b.a.  ACE  LINES, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  1351,  Des  Moines,  IA 
50305.  Representative:  William  L. 
Fairbank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines,  IA  50309.  Transporting:  (1) 
roofing  and  insulation  materials,  vinyl 
siding,  and  floorcoverings,  (2)  chemicals 
and  cleaning,  washing,  and  scouring 
compounds,  (3)  photographic  and 
duplicating  equipment,  and  (4)  materials 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
the  commodities  in  (1),  (2)  and  (3)  above 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  between 
points  in  AZ,  AR,  CO,  ID,  IL,  IN,  IA,  KS, 
KY,  LA,  MI,  MN,  MO,  MT,  NE,  NM,  ND, 
OH,  OK,  SD,  TN,  TX,  WI,  and  WY, 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  or  destined  to  the  facilities 
of  GAF  Corporation.  (Hearing  site: 
Chicago,  IL,  St.  Paul,  MN.) 

MC  61231  (Sub-17lF),  filed  April  11, 
1980.  Applicant:  EASTER 
ENTERPRISES,  INC.,  d.b.a.  ACE  LINES, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  1351,  Des  Moines,  1A 
50305.  Representative:  William  L. 
Fairbank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines,  IA  50309.  Transporting  iron  and 
steel  articles,  from  the  facilities  of 
Vulcraft  Carrier  Corporation  at 
Grapeland,  TX,  to  points  in  AR,  AZ,  LA, 
NM  and  OK.  (Hearing  site:  Dallas,  TX.) 

MC  61231  (Sub-172F),  filed  April  11, 
1980.  Applicant:  EASTER 
ENTERPRISES,  INC.,  d.b.a.  ACE  LINES, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  1351,  Des  Moines,  IA 
50305.  Representative:  William  L. 
Fairbank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines,  LA  50309.  Transporting  (1) 
plastic  and  plastic  articles,  and  (2) 
materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  installation  of  the 
commodities  in  (1)  above  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  between  points  in 
AZ,  AR,  CO.  ID,  IL,  IN,  IA,  KS,  KY,  LA, 
MI,  MN,  MO,  MT,  NE,  NM,  ND,  OH.  OK, 
SD,  TN,  TX,  WA,  WI  and  WY,  restricted 
to  traffic  originating  at  or  destined  to  the 
facilities  of  Robintech,  Inc.  (Hearing  site: 
Dallas,  TX.) 

MC  78400  (Sub-85F),  filed  April  8, 

1980.  Applicant:  BEAUFORT 
TRANSFER  COMPANY,  a  corporation, 
P.O.  Box  151,  Gerald,  MO  63037. 
Representative:  Ernest  A.  Brooks  II,  1301 
Ambassador  Bldg.,  St.  Louis,  MO  63101. 
Transporting  plastic  containers,  from 
Union,  MO,  to  Waseca,  MN.  (Hearing 
site:  St.  Louis,  MO.) 

MC  82861  (Sub-2lF),  filed  March  26, 
1980.  Applicant:  BROOKS  TRUCK  LINE, 
INC.,  1616  Fryar  Avenue,  Sumner,  WA 
98390.  Representative:  Michael  D. 
Duppen thaler,  211  South  Washington 
Street,  Seattle,  WA  98104.  Transporting 
lumber,  lumber  products,  and 
particleboard,  between  points  in  WA, 


OR,  ID,  MT  and  CA.  (Hearing  site: 
Seattle,  WA.) 

MC  94201  (Sub-193F),  filed  April  10, 
1980.  Applicant:  BOWMAN 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
17744,  Atlanta,  GA  30316. 

Representative:  Maurice  F.  Bishop,  601- 
09  Frank  Nelson  Bldg.,  Birmingham,  AL 
35203.  Over  regular  routes,  transporting, 
general  commodities  (except  those  of 
unusual  value,  classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  commodities  in 
bulk,  and  those  requiring  special 
equipment),  (1)  Between  Mobile,  AL  and 
Houston,  TX,  (a)  from  Mobile  over  U.S. 
Hwy  90  to  New  Orleans,  LA,  then  over 

U. S.  Hwy  61  to  Baton  Rouge,  LA,  then 
over  U.S.  Hwy  190  to  Kinder,  LA,  then 
over  U.S.  Hwy  165  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy 
90,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  90  to  Houston, 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  (b)  over 
Interstate  Hwy  10  and  (c)  over  U.S.  Hwy 
90,  serving  Port  Arthur,  Baytown  and 
Texas  City,  TX,  as  off-route  points  in 
connection  with  routes  (a)  and  (b);  (2) 
Between  Birmingham,  AL,  and  New 
Orleans,  LA,  (a)  U.S.  Hwy  11  and  (b) 
over  Interstate  Hwy  59;  (3)  Between 
Poplarville,  MS,  and  Baton  Rouge,  LA, 
from  Poplarville  over  MS  Hwy  26  to  the 
MS-LA  State  line,  then  over  Hwy  10  to 
Bogalusa,  LA,  then  over  LA  Hwy  21  to 
Covington,  LA,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  190 
to  Baton  Rouge,  and  return  over  the 
same  route;  (4)  Between  Montgomery, 

AL,  and  the  Junction  of  U.S.  Hwys  11 
and  80  and  Interstate  Hwy  59,  over  U.S. 
Hwy  80;  (5)  Between  Meridian,  MS,  and 
Fort  Worth,  TX,  (a)  over  U.S.  Hwy  80 
and  (b)  over  Interstate  Hwy  20;  (6) 
Between  Birmingham,  AL,  and  Fort 
Worth,  TX,  from  Birmingham  over  U.S. 
Hwy  82  to  Texarkana,  TX,  then  over 
U.S.  Hwy  67  (also  over  Interstate  Hwy 
30)  to  Dallas,  TX,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  80 
to  Fort  Worth,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  Plano  and  Garland,  TX, 
and  Camden,  AR,  as  off-route  points;  (7) 
Between  Memphis,  TN,  and  Topeka,  KS, 
(a)  from  Memphis  over  U.S.  Hwy  70  to 
junction  U.S.  Hwy  63  (also  over 
Interstate  Hwy  55),  then  over  U.S.  Hwy 
63  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  60  at  Cabool, 
MO,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  60  to 
Springfield,  MO,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  66 
to  Carthage,  MO,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  71 
to  Kansas  City,  MO,  then  over  Interstate 
Hwy  70  to  Topeka,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  and  (b)  from  Memphis  over 
U.S.  Hwy  70  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  63 
(also  over  Interstate  Hwy  55),  then  over 
U.S.  Hwy  63  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  60  to 
Cabool,  MO,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  60  to 
Springfield,  MO,  then  over  MO  Hwy  13 
to  Clinton,  MO,  then  over  MO  Hwy  7  to 
junction  U.S.  Hwy  71,  at  or  near 
Harrisonville,  MO,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy 
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71  to  Kansas  City,  then  over  Interstate 
Hwy  70  to  Topeka,  and  return  over  the 
same  route;  (8)  Between  Memphis,  TN, 
and  Little  Rock,  AR,  from  Memphis  over 
U.S.  Hwy  70  to  West  Memphis,  AR,  then 
over  Interstate  Hwy  40  to  Little  Rock, 
and  return  over  the  same  route;  (9) 
Between  Little  Rock,  AR,  and 
Greenville,  MS,  from  Little  Rock  over 

U. S.  Hwy  65  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  82, 
near  Lake  Village,  AR,  then  over  U.S. 
Hwy  82  to  Greenville,  and  return  over 
the  same  route;  (10)  Between  Houston, 
TX,  and  Dallas,  TX,  (a)  over  U.S.  Hwy 
75  and  (b)  over  Interstate  Hwy  45;  (11) 
Between  Little  Rock,  AR,  and 
Texarkana,  TX,  (a)  over  Hwy  30  and  (b) 
over  U.S.  Hwy  67;  (12)  Between  Mobile, 

AL,  and  Memphis,  TN,  (a)  from  Mobile 
over  U.S.  Hwy  45  to  Tupelo,  MS,  then 
over  U.S.  Hwy  78  to  Memphis,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  and  (b)  from 
Mobile  over  U.S.  Hwy  98  to  Hattiesburg, 
MS,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  49  to  Jackson, 
MS,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  51  (also  over 
Interstate  Hwy  55)  to  Memphis,  and 
return  over  the  same  route;  (13)  Between 
Gulfport,  MS,  and  Hattiesburg,  MS,  over 
U.S.  Hwy  49;  (14)  Between  Jackson,  MS, 
and  Junction  U.S.  Hwy  61,  at  or  near 
Metairie,  LA,  (a)  over  U.S.  Hwy  51  and 
(b)  over  Interstate  Hwy  55;  (15)  Between 
Baton  Rouge,  LA,  and  Carthage,  MO, 
from  Baton  Rouge  over  U.S.  Hwy  190  to 
junction  U.S.  Hwy  71,  then  over  U.S. 

Hwy  71  to  Carthage,  and  return  over  the 
same  route;  (16)  Betweeil  Fort  Worth, 

TX,  and  Carthage,  MO,  from  Fort  Worth 
over  U.S.  Hwy  80  (also  over  Interstate 
Hwy  20)  to  Dallas,  TX,  then  over  U.S. 
Hwy  75  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  69,  at  or 
near  Denison,  TX,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy 
69  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  60,  then  over 
U.S.  Hwy  60  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  71, 
then  over  U.S.  Hwy  71  to  Carthage,  MO, 
and  return  over  the  same  route;  and  (17) 
Between  Memphis,  TN,  and  Lake 
Charles,  LA;  from  Memphis  over  U.S. 
Hwy  61  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  82,  then 
over  U.S.  Hwy  82  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy 
165,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  165  to  Lake 
Charles,  and  return  over  the  same  route; 
serving  in  connection  with  all  the  above 
routes,  all  intermediate  points  and  all 
points  in  MS  and  LA  as  off-route  points. 
(Hearing  site:  New  Orleans,  LA,  or 
Jackson,  MS.) 

Note  1. — Applicant  states  that  it  holds 
authority  over  the  routes  described  in  (1) 
through  (11)  above,  serving  all  intermediate 
points  and  the  off-route  points  named  in  (1) 
and  (6).  The  purpose  of  this  application, 
insofar  as  routes  (1)  through  (11)  is 
concerned,  is  to  obtain  authority  to  serve  all 
points  in  MS  and  LA  as  off-route  points  in 
connection  with  those  routes. 

Note  2. — Bowman  proposes  to  tack  this 
authority  with  its  operating  regular-route  and 
irregular-route  authority  to  provide  service  at 


points  in  AL,  GA,  FL,  TN,  NC,  SC,  IL,  IN,  OH, 
KY,  MO,  VA,  MD.  DC,  PA,  NJ,  NY,  CT,  RI. 

MA,  AR,  TX.  OK,  NM,  KS  and  IA. 

MC  105501  (Sub-48F),  filed  April  10, 
1980.  Applicant:  TERMINAL 
WAREHOUSE  COMPANY,  INC.,  1851 
Raddison  Rd.  NE„  Blaine,  MN  55434. 
Representative:  Joseph  J.  Dudley,  W- 
1260  First  National  Bank  Bldg.,  St.  Paul, 
MN  55101.  Transporting  sugar,  in  bags, 
from  Moorhead,  Crookston,  East  Grand 
Forks,  Minneapolis,  and  Chaska,  MN, 
and  Drayton,  ND,  to  points  in  IA,  NE, 

ND,  SD,  and  WI.  (Hearing  site:  St.  Paul 
or  Minneapolis,  MN.) 

MC  106920  (Sub-97F),  filed  April  9, 

1980.  Applicant:  RIGGS  FOOD 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  West  Monroe  St.,  P.O. 
Box  26,  New  Bremen,  OH  45869. 
Representative:  David  C.  Venable,  805 
McLachlen  Bank  Bldg.,  666  Eleventh  St., 
NW„  Washington,  DC  20001. 
Transporting  charcoal,  charcoal 
products,  and  fabricated  fireplace  logs, 
from  Scotia,  NY  to  points  in  MA,  CT,  RI, 
DE,  MD,  DC  and  VA.  (Hearing  site: 
Atlanta,  GA.) 

MC  108341  (Sub-185F),  filed  April  4, 
1980.  Applicant:  MOSS  TRUCKING 
COMPANY,  INC.,  3027  N.  Tryon  St.,  P.O, 
Box  26125,  Charlotte,  NC  28213. 
Representative:  Jack  F.  Counts  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Transporting  (1) 
cooling  towers,  (2)  parts  and  accessories 
for  the  commodities  named  in  (1)  above, 
and  (3)  materials,  equipment,  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture, 
distribution,  and  installation  of  the 
commodities  named  in  (1)  and  (2)  above 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  between 
the  facilities  used  by  Delta  Cooling 
Towers  Division,  Carborundum 
Corporation,  at  or  near  Fairfield,  NJ,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  those 
points  in  the  U.S.  in  and  east  of  MN,  IA, 

MO,  AR,  and  LA.  (Hearing  site:  New 
York,  NY  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  108341  (Sub-187F),  filed  April  11, 
1980.  Applicant:  MOSS  TRUCKING 
COMPANY,  INC.,  3027  N.  Tryon  St.,  P.O. 
Box  26125,  Charlotte,  NC  28213. 
Representative:  Jack  F.  Counts  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Transporting  (1) 
circuit  breakers,  switches,  controllers, 
and  instruments,  (2)  parts  and 
attachments  for  the  commodities  in  (1) 
above,  and  (3)  materials,  supplies  and 
equipment  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  of  commodities  in  (1)  and  (2) 
above  (except  commodities  in  bulk), 
between  points  in  Wake  County,  NC,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  those 
points  in  the  U.S.  in  and  east  of  MN,  IA, 
MO,  AR,  and  LA.  (Hearing  site:  Raleigh, 
NC,  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  112520  (Sub-391F),  filed  April  14, 
1980.  Applicant:  MCKENZIE  TANK 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1200,  Tallahassee, 


FL  32302.  Representative:  Thomas  F. 
Panebianco  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  commodities  in  bulk, 
between  the  facilities  of  The  Buckeye 
Cellulose  Corporation  in  Macon  County, 
GA,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI). 
(Hearing  site:  Atlanta,  GA.) 

MC  113271  (Sub-70F),  filed  April  11, 
1980.  Applicant:  TRANSYSTEMS  INC., 
P.O.  Box  399,  Black  Eagle,  MT  59414. 
Representative:  Ray  F.  Koby,  314 
Montana  Bldg.,  Great  Falls,  MT  59401. 
Transporting  Catalysts  (in  bulk), 
between  points  in  MT  and  WY,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  those  points 
in  the  U.S.  in  and  west  of  MN,  IA,  MO, 
AR  and  LA  (except  AK  and  HI). 

(Hearing  site:  Great  Falls,  MT.) 

Note. — Duel  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  113651  (Sub-339F),  filed  March  24, 
1980.  Applicant:  INDIANA 
REFRIGERATOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
552,  Riggin  Road,  Muncie,  IN  47305. 
Representative:  Henry  Higgs  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Transporting  malt 
beverages  and  empty  beverage 
containers,  from  Perrysburg,  OH,  to 
points  in  GA.  (Hearing  site:  Detroit,  MI, 
or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  114211  (Sub-458F),  filed  March  18, 
1980.  Applicant:  WARREN 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  420, 
Waterloo,  IA  50704.  Representative: 

Kurt  E.  Vragel,  Jr.  (same  address  as 
applicant).  In  foreign  commerce  only, 
transporting  such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in,  or  used,  by  agricultural 
equipment,  industrial  equipment,  and 
lawn  care  and  leisure  products 
manufacturers  and  dealers,  (1)  from 
points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI),  to 
ports  of  entry  on  the  U.S./Canada 
international  boundary  line  in  MI  and 
NY,  and  (2)  from  ports  of  entry  on  the 
U.S./Canada  international  boundary 
line  in  MI  and  NY,  to  points  in  the  U.S. 
(except  AK  and  HI),  restricted  in  (2)  to 
traffic  destined  to  the  facilities  used  by 
International  Harvester  Company  or  its 
dealers.  (Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  114211  (Sub-459F),  filed  March  25, 
1980.  Applicant:  WARREN 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  420, 
Waterloo,  IA  50704.  Representative: 

Kurt  E.  Vragel,  Jr.  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Transporting  metal 
buildings,  and  parts  and  accessories  for 
metal  buildings,  from  Terre  Haute,  IN,  to 
those  points  in  the  U.S.  in  and  west  of 
WI,  IL,  MO,  AR,  and  LA  (including  AK, 
but  excluding  HI).  (Hearing  site:  Des 
Moines,  IA.) 

MC  115331  (Sub-543F),  filed  April  14, 
1980.  Applicant:  TRUCK  TRANSPORT 
INCORPORATED,  29  Clayton  Hills 
Lane,  St.  Louis,  MO  63131. 
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Representative:  J.  R.  Ferris,  11040 
Manchester  Rd.,  St.  Louis,  MO  63122. 
Transporting  (l)(a)  such  commodities  as 
are  dealt  in  by  grocery  and  food 
business  houses  and  agricultural  feed 
business  houses,  (b)  soy  products,  (c) 
paste  and  flour  products  and  (d)  dairy- 
based  products,  and  (2)  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture,  sale  and  distribution  of  the 
commodities  in  (1)  above  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  between  points  in 
the  U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI),  restricted 
to  traffic  originating  at  or  destined  to  the 
facilities  used  by  the  Ralston  Purina 
Company.  (Hearing  site:  St  Louis,  MO.) 

MC 115821  (Sub-50F),  filed  April  9, 

1980.  Applicant:  BEELMAN  TRUCK  CO., 
P.O.  Box  93,  St.  Libory,  IL  62282. 
Representative:  Ernest  A.  Brooks  II,  1301 
Ambassador  Bldg.,  St.  Louis,  MO  63101. 
Transporting  aggregates,  in  bulk,  in 
dump  vehicles,  from  the  facilities  of 
Arkansas  Lightweight  Aggregate  Corp., 
at  or  near  West  Memphis,  AR,  to  those 
points  in  KY,  on  and  west  of  Interstate 
Hwy  65,  those  in  IN,  on  and  west  of 
Interstate  Hwy  65,  those  points  in  IL,  on 
and  south  of  U.S.  Hwy  36,  and  those  in 
MO,  on  and  south  of  U.S.  Hwy  36. 
(Hearing  site:  St.  Louis,  MO.) 

MC  115821  (Sub-51F),  filed  April  4, 
1980.  Applicant:  BEELMAN  TRUCK  CO., 
P.O.  Box  93,  St.  Libory,  IL  62282. 
Representative:  Ernest  A.  Brooks  II,  1301 
Ambassador  Bldg.,  St.  Louis,  MO  63101. 
Transporting  flue  dust,  in  bulk,  in  dump 
vehicles,  from  the  plantsite  of  Laolede 
Steel  Company  at  Alton,  IL,  to  Galena, 
KS.  (Hearing  site:  St.  Louis,  MO.) 

MC  116300  (Sub-83F),  filed  March  30. 
1980.  Applicant:  NANCE  AND 
COLLUMS,  INC.,  P.O.  Drawer  J, 
Fernwood,  MS  39635.  Representative: 
Harold  D.  Miller,  Jr.,  17th  Floor,  Deposit 
Guaranty  Plaza,  P.O.  Box  22567, 

Jackson,  MS  39205.  Transporting  salt 
and  salt  products,  from  points  in  Ft. 

Bend  and  Harris  Counties,  TX,  to  points 
in  AR,  LA,  MS  and  TN.  (Hearing  site: 
Houston,  TX.) 

MC  117940  (Sub-362F),  filed  April  10, 
1980.  Applicant:  NATIONWIDE 
CARRIERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  104,  Maple 
Plain,  MN  55359.  Representative:  Allan 
Timmerman,  5300  Highway  12,  Maple 
Plain,  MN  55359.  Transporting  general 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment), 
between  points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK 
and  HI)  restricted  to  traffic  originating 
at  or  destined  to  the  facilities  used  by 
ITOFCA,  Inc.  (Hearing  site:  Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  118431  (Sub-35F),  filed  March  25, 
1980.  Applicant:  DENVER  SOUTHWEST 


EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  9799,  Little 
Rock,  AR  72209.  Representative:  Scott  E. 
Daniel,  800  Nebraska  Savings  Building, 
1623  Famam,  Omaha,  NE  68102. 
Transporting  foodstuffs  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  the  facilities 
of  American  Home  Foods,  Inc.,  at  or 
near  La  Porte,  IN,  to  points  in  CA,  KS, 
KY,  MO,  OH,  PA.  and  TX,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  American 
Home  Foods,  Inc.,  of  New  York,  NY. 
(Hearing  site:  New  York,  NY,  or 
Chicago,  IL.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  119531  (Sub-184F),  filed  April  11, 
1980.  Applicant:  SUN  EXPRESS,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  1031,  Warren,  OH  44482. 
Representative:  Andrew  Jay  Burkholder, 
275  East  State  St.,  Columbus,  OH  43215. 
Transporting  fertilizer,  in  containers, 
from  Lexington,  KY,  to  points  in  MO, 
MN,  WI,  IN,  OH,  MI,  MD,  PA,  NJ,  NY, 
and  VA.  (Hearing  site:  Columbus,  OH.) 

MC  119641  (Sub-183F),  filed  April  11, 
1980.  Applicant:  RINGLE  EXPRESS, 

INC.,  450  E.  Ninth  St.,  Fowler,  IN  47944. 
Representative:  Alki  E.  Scopelitis,  1301 
Merchants  Plaza,  Indianapolis,  IN  46204. 
Transporting  (1)  aluminum  and 
aluminum  products,  and  (2)  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  the  commodities  in  (1) 
above,  (except  commodities  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles),  between  Charleston,  SC, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI). 
(Hearing  site:  Indianapolis,  IN  or 
Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  119741  (Sub-260F),  filed  April  7, 
1980.  Applicant:  GREEN  FIELD 
TRANSPORT  COMPANY,  INC.,  1515 
Third  Avenue,  N.W.,  P.O.  Box  1235,  Fort 
Dodge,  LA  50501.  Representative:  D.  L. 
Robson  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  fireplaces,  and  fireplace 
parts  and  accessories,  from  the  facilities 
of  Heatilator,  a  division  of  Vega 
Industries,  Inc.,  at  Mount  Pleasant,  IA, 
to  points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI). 
(Hearing  site:  Des  Moines,  IA.) 

MC  119741  (Sub-263F),  filed  April  8, 
1980.  Applicant:  GREEN  FIELD 
TRANSPORT  COMPANY,  INC.,  1515 
Third  Avenue,  N.W.,  P.O.  Box  1235,  Fort 
Dodge,  IA  50501.  Representative:  D.  L. 
Robson  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  agricultural  pesticides 
(except  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles),  from 
the  facilities  of  Helena  Chemical 
Company,  at  Des  Moines,  IA,  to  points 
in  the  U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI).  (Hearing 
site:  Des  Moines,  LA.) 

MC  119741  (Sub-264F),  filed  April  8, 
1980.  Applicant:  GREEN  FIELD 
TRANSPORT  COMPANY,  INC.,  1515 
Third  Avenue  N.W.,  P.O.  Box  1235,  Fort 
Dodge,  LA  50501.  Representative:  D.  L. 
Robson  (same  address  as  applicant). 


Transporting  scrap  metals  (1)  from  the 
facilities  of  Webster  City  Iron  and  Metal 
Co.,  Inc.,  at  Webster  City,  IA,  to 
Minneapolis,  MN  and  Norfolk,  NE,  and 
(2)  from  the  facilities  of  Interstate  Iron 
and  Metal,  a  subsidiary  of  Weber  City 
Iron  and  Metal  Co.,  Inc.,  at  Mason  City, 
LA,  to  Chicago,  IL,  Minneapolis,  MN, 
Norfolk,  NE,  and  St.  Louis,  MO.  (Hearing 
site:  Des  Moines,  IA.) 

MC  119750  (Sub-3F),  filed  April  9, 

1980.  Applicant:  PERKINS  MOTOR 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  218, 

Savage,  MN  55378.  Representative:  Jack 
L.  McGraw  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  cement  and  flyash,  in  bulk, 
from  points  in  IA  and  WI,  to  the 
facilities  of  Fabcon,  Inc.,  at  Savage,  MN, 
restricted  to  traffic  destined  to  the 
named  facilities.  (Hearing  site: 
Minneapolis  or  St.  Paul,  MN.) 

MC  121420  (Sub-20F),  filed  April  8, 
1980.  Applicant:  DART  TRUCKING 
COMPANY,  INC.,  61  Railroad  Street, 
Canfield,  OH  44406.  Representative: 

Paul  F.  Beery,  275  East  State  Street, 
Columbus,  OH  43215.  Transporting 
scrap  metal,  in  dump  vehicles,  between 
points  in  IL.  IN,  KY,  MD,  MI,  NJ,  NY, 

OH,  PA,  TN,  VA,  and  WV.  (Hearing  site: 
Columbus,  OH.) 

MC  121420  (Sub-21F),  filed  April  11, 
1980.  Applicant:  DART  TRUCKING 
COMPANY,  INC.,  61  Railroad  St., 
Canfield,  OH  44406.  Representative: 
James  Duvall,  P.O.  Box  97,  220  West 
Bridge  St,  Dublin,  OH  43017. 
Transporting  salt,  from  the  facilities  of 
International  Salt  Company  at 
Cleveland,  OH,  to  points  in  PA.  (Hearing 
site:  Columbus,  OH.) 

MC  121600  (Sub-lOF),  filed  March  26, 
1980.  Applicant:  AVERITT  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  273,  Livingston,  TN  38570. 
Representative:  Henry  E.  Seaton,  929 
Pennsylvania  Bldg.,  425  13th  Street  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20004.  Over  regular 
routes,  transporting  general 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment), 
between  Chattanooga,  TN  and  Atlanta, 
GA,  over  Interstate  Hwy  75,  serving  no 
intermediate  points,  but  serving 
Chattanooga  for  the  purpose  of  joinder 
only;  restricted  against  traffic 
originating  at,  or  destined  to,  or 
interlined  at  Nashville,  and  Knoxville, 
TN,  and  points  in  their  respective 
commercial  zones.  (Hearing  site: 
Cookeville,  TN.) 

Note. — Applicant  intends  to  join  the  . 
authority  sought  above  with  its  other 
authorities.  Issuance  of  a  certificate  in  this 
proceeding  is  conditioned  upon  the  prior  or 
coincidental  cancellation  at  applicant's 
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written  request  of  all  of  its  certificates  of 
registration  in  No.  MC-121600  and  sub¬ 
numbers. 

MC 124141  (Sub-40F),  filed  April  10, 
1980.  Applicant:  JULIAN  MARTIN,  INC., 
Hwy  25W,  P.O.  Box  3348,  Batesville,  AR 
72501.  Representative:  Timothy  C. 

Miller,  Suite  301, 1307  Dolley  Madison 
Blvd.,  McLean  VA  22101.  Transporting 
coffee  and  coffee  filters  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  (1)  from  the 
facilities  of  Chock  Full  O’  Nuts  Co.,  at 
(a)  New  York,  NY,  (b)  New  Orleans,  LA,  . 
and  (c)  St.  Louis,  MO,  to  points  in  the 
U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI),  and  (2) 
between  the  facilities  of  Chock  Full  O’ 
Nuts  Co.,  named  in  (1)  above.  (Hearing 
site:  New  York,  NY.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  involved. 

MC  125951  (Sub-59F),  filed  April  14, 
1980.  ApplicantfSILVEY 
REFRIGERATED  CARRIERS,  INC.,  7000 
West  Center  Rd.,  Suite  325,  Omaha,  NE 
68106.  Representative:  Robert  M.  Cimino 
(same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  toys,  from  the  facilities  of 
Amloid  Company  at  or  near 
Saddlebrook  and  Hasbrouck  Heights, 

NJ,  to  those  points  in  the  U.S.  east  of 
MT,  WY,  CO,  and  NM,  restricted  to 
traffic  originating  at  the  named  origins 
and  destined  to  the  named  destinations. 
(Hearing  site:  Jersey  City,  NJ.) 

MC  126320  (Sub-14F),  filed  April  8, 
1980.  Applicant:  DETTINBURN 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  Route  3,  Box  24, 
Petersburg,  WV  26847.  Representative: 
Daniel  B.  Johnson,  4304  East-West 
Highway,  Washington,  DC  20014. 
Transporting  dried  bakery  products, 
from  Carteret,  NJ,  to  Harrisonburg, 
Broadway,  New  Market,  Crew,  and 
Urbana,  VA,  and  Morefield,  WV. 
(Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  126421  (Sub-llF),  filed  April  7, 
1980.  Applicant:  GYPSUM 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  East  Highway  80, 
P.O.  Drawer  2679,  Abilene,  TX  79604. 
Representative:  Jerry  Prestridge,  P.O. 

Box  1148,  Austin,  TX  78767. 

Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  those  of  unusual  value,  classes 
A  and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission,  and  liquid 
commodities,  in  tank  vehicles),  between 
points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI), 
restricted  to  traffic  originating  at  or 
destined  to  the  facilities  of  the  United 
States  Gypsum  Company.  (Hearing  site: 
Chicago,  IL  or  Dallas,  TX.) 

MC  133591  (Sub-IOOF),  filed  April  7, 
1980.  Applicant:  WAYNE  DANIEL 
TRUCK,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  303,  Mount 
Vernon,  MO  65712.  Representative: 
Harry  Ross,  58  South  Main  Street, 
Winchester,  KY  40391.  Transporting  (1) 
foodstuffs,  and  (2)  materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  and 


distribution  of  foodstuffs  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  Denver,  CO, 
to  Springfield,  MO.  (Hearing  site: 

Kansas  City,  MO.) 

MC  134201  (Sub-15F),  filed  April  9, 

1980.  Applicant:  JAMES  V.  PALMER 
d.b.a.  JIM  PALMER  TRUCKING,  9370 
Derby  Dr.,  Missoula,  MT  59801. 
Representative:  James  P.  Beck,  717— 17th 
St.,  Suite  2600,  Denver,  CO  80202. 
Contract  carrier,  transporting  roofing 
and  roofing  materials  and  supplies,  from 
the  facilities  of  the  CertainTeed 
Corporation  at  Shakopee,  MN  to  points 
in  ND  and  SD,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  the  CertainTeed 
Corporation  of  Valley  Forge,  PA. 

(Hearing  site:  Philadelphia,  PA.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  134501  (Sub-82F),  filed  lOlarch  24, 
1980.  Applicant:  INCORPORATED 
CARRIERS,  LTD.,  P.O.  Box  3128,  Irving, 
TX  75061.  Representative:  T.  M.  Brown, 
P.O.  Box  1540,  Edmond,  OK  73034. 
Transporting  (1)  windows,  window 
parts,  doors,  glass,  and  fixtures,  and  (2) 
supplies  used  in  the  installation  of  the 
commodities  in  (1)  above,  from  Stevens 
Point,  WI,  to  points  in  the  U.S.  (except 
AK  and  HI).  (Hearing  site:  Milwaukee, 
WI,  or  Dallas,  TX.) 

MC  134501  (Sub-83F),  filed  April  11, 
1980.  Applicant:  INCORPORATED 
CARRIERS,  LTD.,  P.O.  Box  3128,  Irving, 
TX  75061.  Representative:  T.  M.  Brown, 
P.O.  Box  1540,  Edmond,  OK  73034. 
Transporting  (1)  furniture,  from  points  in 
CA  (except  points  in  Orange  and  Los 
Angeles  Counties,  CA),  to  points  in  AZ, 
ID,  MT,  OR,  UT,  WA,  and  DC  and  points 
in  Knox,  Hamblen,  and  Cocke  Counties, 
TN,  and  (2)  fixtures,  from  points  in  CA 
(except  Orange  and  Los  Aiigeles 
Counties),  to  points  in  the  U.S.  (except 
AK  and  HI).  (Hearing  site:  San 
Francisco,  CA,  or  Dallas,  TX.) 

MC  134501  (Sub-84F),  filed  April  10, 
1980.  Applicant:  INCORPORATED 
CARRIERS,  LTD.,  P.O.  Box  3128,  Irving, 
TX  75061.  Representative:  T.  M.  Brown, 
P.O.  Box  1540,  Edmond,  OK  73034. 
Transporting  (1)  furniture,  from  those 
points  in  IN  on  and  south  of  U.S.  Hwy  50 
to  points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK,  HI,  and 
Camden,  Little  Rock,  Stamps,  and 
Waldron,  AR),  (2)  furniture,  from  those 
points  in  IN  north  of  U.S.  Hwy  50  to 
points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK,  AR,  CO, 
HI,  ID,  IL,  KY,  MI,  MN,  MT,  NV,  ND,  OK, 
OR,  SD,  TX,  UT,  WA,  WI,  and  Shelby 
County,  TN),  and  (3)  fixtures  from  points 
in  IN  to  points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK 
and  HI).  (Hearing  site:  Evansville,  IN,  or 
Dallas,  TX.) 

MC  134551  (Sub-8F),  filed  April  8, 

1980.  Applicant:  LANTER 
REFRIGERATED  DISTRIBUTING  CO.,  a 


corporation,  No.  3  Caine  Dr.,  Madison, 

IL  62060.  Representative:  Ernest  A. 

Brooks  II,  1301  Ambassador  Bldg.,  St. 
Louis,  MO  63101.  Transporting 
confectionery  (except  in  bulk),  in 
vehicles  equipped  with  mechanical 
refrigeration,  from  Kansas  City,  KS,  to 
points  in  MO  and  KS.  (Hearing  site:  St. 
Louis,  MO.) 

MC  134730  (Sub-22F),  filed  April  10, 
1980.  Applicant:  METALS  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  528  South  108th  St.,  West  Allis,  WI 
53214.  Representative:  M.  H.  Dawes 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Contract 
carrier,  transporting  non-ferrous  metals 
and  scrap  metals  between  points  in  AL, 
AZ.  AR,  CO,  GA,  IL,  IN,  IA,  KS,  KY,  LA, 
MI,  MN,  MS,  MO,  NE,  NM,  OH,  OK,  PA, 
TN,  TX,  and  WI  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Afram  Bros.  Co.  of 
Milwaukee,  WI.  (Hearing  site: 

Milwaukee  or  Madison,  WI.) 

MC  135070  (Sub-163F),  filed  April  7, 
1980.  Applicant:  JAY  LINES,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  30180,  Amarillo,  TX  79120. 
Representative:  Gailyn  L.  Larsen,  P.O. 
Box  82816,  Lincoln,  NE  68501. 
Transporting  (1)  adhesives,  tools,  wood 
tackless  strips,  and  hot  melt  tape 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  and  (2) 
equipment,  materials,  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  and  distribution  of 
the  commodities  named  in  (1)  above 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  between 
Conyers,  GA,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK 
and  HI).  (Hearing  site:  Atlanta,  GA,  or 
Dallas,  TX.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  135070  (Sub-164F),  filed  April  11, 
1980.  Applicant:  JAY  LINES,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  30180,  Amarillo,  TX  79120.  ' 

Representative:  Gailyn  L.  Larsen,  P.O. 
Box  82816,  Lincoln,  NE  68501. 
Transporting:  (1)  printed  matter,  and  (2) 
materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  printed  matter,  (a)  from 
the  facilities  of  Time,  Inc.,  in  IL,  to 
points  in  CA,  CO,  OK,  and  TX,  and  (b) 
from  the  facilities  of  Time,  Inc.,  at  or 
near  Gallatin,  TN,  to  points  in  AZ,  CA, 
CO,  OK,  OR,  TX,  and  WA.  (Hearing  site: 
Chicago,  IL,  or  Dallas,  TX.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  135231  (Sub-44F),  filed  April  9, 
1980.  Applicant:  NORTH  STAR 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  Rt.  1,  Highway  1 
and  59  North,  Thief  River  Falls,  MN 
56701.  Representative:  Robert  P.  Sack, 
P.O.  Box  6010,  West  St.  Paul,  MN  55118. 
Transporting  resins,  plastic  scrap,  and 
plastic  pipe  (except  commodities  in 
bulk)  between  points  in  the  U.S.  (except 
AK  and  HI),  restricted  to  traffic 
originating  at  or  destined  to  the  facilities 
of  Hancor,  Inc.  (Hearing  site:  St.  Paul, 
MN.) 
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Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  138941  (Sub-44F),  filed  April  14, 
1980.  Applicant:  COUNTRY  WIDE 
TRUCK  SERVICE,  INC.,  1110  South 
Reservoir  St.,  Pomona,  CA  91766. 
Representative:  Paul  M.^Daniell,  P.O. 

Box  872,  Atlanta,  GA  30301.  Contract 
carrier,  transporting  paper  bags, 
between  the  facilities  of  Mobil  Chemical 
Company,  Plastics  Division,  located  at 
points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI)  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  the  U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI),  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Mobil 
Chemical  Company,  Plastics  Division  of 
Macedon,  NY.  (Hearing  site:  Buffalo, 
NY.) 

MC  140330  (Sub-4F),  filed  April  7, 

1980.  Applicant:  DEPENDABLE  TANK 
LINES,  INC.,  d.b.a.  DEPENDABLE 
TRUCK  LINES,  Route  1,  Box  94,  Red 
Level,  AL  36474.  Representative:  Robert 
E.  Tate,  P.O.  Box  517,  Evergreen,  AL 
36401.  Contract  carrier,  transporting 
urea  resin,  in  bulk,  from  River  Falls,  AL 
to  Bradford,  PA,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  the  Chembond 
Corporation  of  River  Falls,  AL.  (Hearing 
site:  Montgomery,  AL,  or  Mobile,  AL.) 

MC  142080  (Sub-12F),  filed  April  7, 
1980.  Applicant:  LITE  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  480  Neponset  Street,  Canton,  MA 
02021.  Representative:  Frederick  T. 
O’Sullivan,  P.O.  Box  2184,  Peabody,  MA 
01960.  Contract  carrier,  transporting 
empty  plastic  bottles  and  fruit  drinks 
(except  commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles),  from  Salem,  MA,  to  those 
points  in  the  U.S.  in  and  east  of  MN,  IA, 
MO,  AR  and  LA,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Sunburst  Fruit  Juices, 
Inc.,  of  Salem,  MA.  (Hearing  site: 

Boston,  MA.) 

MC  142080  (Sub-13F),  filed  April  10, 
1980.  Applicant:  LITE  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  480  Neponset  St.,  Canton,  MA 
02021.  Representative:  Frederick  T. 
O’Sullivan,  P.O.  Box  2184,  Peabody,  MA 
Contract  carrier,  transporting 
electric  wiring  devices,  and  materials, 
supplies  and  equipment  used  in  the 
manufacture,  distribution  and  sale  of 
electric  wiring  devices  (except 
commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles), 
between  points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK 
and  HI),  under  continuing  contract(s) 
with  General  Electric  Wiring  Device 
Dept.,  of  Providence,  RI.  (Hearing  site: 
Providence,  RI.) 

MC  142941  (Sub-62F),  filed  April  7, 
1980.  Applicant:  SCARBOROUGH 
TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  6716, 
Phoenix,  AZ  85005.  Representative: 
Doug  W.  Sinclair  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Transporting  materials  used 
in  the  manufacture  of  insulation  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  the  facilities 
of  HJH  Insulation  Chemical,  Inc.  at  or 


near  Phoenix,  AZ,  to  points  in  the  U.S. 
(except  AK,  AZ,  and  HI).  (Hearing  site: 
Phoenix,  AZ,  or  San  Francisco,  CA.) 

MC  142941  (Sub-63F),  filed  April  7, 

1980.  Applicant:  SCARBOROUGH 
TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  6716, 
Phoenix,  AZ  85005.  Representative: 

Doug  W.  Sinclair  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Transporting  wine  (except  in 
bulk),  from  New  York  City,  NY,  to  points 
in  AZ.  (Hearing  site:  Phoenix,  AZ,  or 
New  York,  NY.) 

MC  143621  (Sub-46F),  filed  April  9, 

1980.  Applicant:  TENNESSEE  STEEL  . 
HAULERS,  INC.,  901  5th  Avenue  North, 
Post  Office  Box  5748,  Nashville,  TN 
37208.  Representative:  Kim  D.  Mann, 
Suite  1010,  7101  Wisconsin  Avenue, 
Washington,  DC  20014.  Transporting 
steel  rods,  from  the  facilities  of  St.  Louis 
Cold  Drawn  Steel,  Inc.  at  or  near  St. 
Louis,  MO  to  points  in  AR,  GA,  IL,  IN, 

IA,  KY,  MS,  NJ,  OH,  TN,  TX,  and  WI. 
(Hearing  site:  Louis,  MO:  Nashville,  TN.) 

MC  144140  (Sub-50F),  filed  March  25, 
1980.  Applicant:  SOUTHERN 
FREIGHTWAYS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  158, 
Eustis,  FL  32726.  Representative:  John  L. 
Dickerson  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  those  in  bulk),  between  the 
facilities  of  Kimberly-Clark  Corporation, 
in  Richmond  County,  GA,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI),  restricted  to 
traffic  originating  at  or  destined  to  the 
named  facilities.  CONDITION:  Any 
certificate  issued  in  this  proceeding  to 
the  extent  it  authorizes  the  transport  of 
classes  A  and  B  explosives,  shall  be 
limited  in  term  to  a  period  expiring  5 
years  from  its  date  of  issue  (Hearing 
site:  Orlando,  FL,  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  144481  (Sub-5F),  filed  April  15, 
1980.  Applicant:  MINNESOTA  AIR 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  619  Southtown  Heights, 
Dr  S.W.,  Rochester,  MN  55901. 
Representative:  Michael  T.  Hoekstra, 

170  E.  7th  Place,  Suite  200,  AAA 
Building,  St.  Paul,  MN  55101. 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  those  of  unusual  value,  classes 
A  and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment)  between  the  O’Hare 
International  Airport,  at  or  near 
Chicago,  IL,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Minnehaha  County,  SD, 
Blue  Earth.  Brown,  Cottonwood,  Dodge, 
Faribault,  Fillmore,  Freeborn,  Goodhue, 
Houston,  Jackson,  LeSueur,  Lincoln, 
Lyon,  Martin,  Mower,  Murray,  Nicollet, 
Nobles,  Olmsted,  Pipestone,  Redwood, 
Rice,  Rock,  Steele,  Wabasha,  Waseca, 
Watonwan,  and  Winona  Counties,  MN, 
Monroe  and  La  Crosse  Counties,  WI, 
and  Allamakee,  Cerro  Gordo,  Dickinsen, 


Emmet,  Howard,  Kossuth,  Lyon, 

Mitchell,  Osceola,  Winnebago, 
Winneshiek,  and  Worth  Counties,  IA, 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
having  a  prior  or  subsequent  movement 
by  air.  (Hearing  site:  Minneapolis,  MN.) 

MC  144740  (Sub-24F),  filed  April  10, 
1980.  Applicant:  L.  G.  DE  WITT,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  70.  Ellerbe,  NC  28338. 
Representative:  Terrence  D.  Jones,  2033 
K  St.  NW,  Washington,  DC  20006. 
Contract  carrier,  transporting  cocktail 
mix,  and  dry  beverage  preparations, 
from  Ridgefield,  NJ,  to  points  in  AL,  AR, 
FL,  GA,  LA,  and  TX,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Holland  House  Brands 
Co.  of  Ridgefield,  NJ.  (Hearing  site: 
Washington,  DC.) 

MC  144761  (Sub-6F),  filed  April  14. 
1980.  Applicant:  R.  B.  (PARKER) 
GOODLOE  d.b.a.  GOODLOE 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Route  10,  Box  89A5, 
Lubbock,  TX  79404.  Representative: 
Richard  Hubbert,  P.O.  Box  10236, 
Lubbock,  TX  79408.  Transporting  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or  used  by 
meat  packing  houses,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  (1)  from  points  in  TX,  to  points 
in  LA;  and  (2)  in  foreign  commerce  only, 
between  points  in  TX,  restricted  in  (2) 
against  traffic  originating  at  the  facilities 
of  John  Morrell  &  Co.,  at  Lubbock  and 
Amarillo,  TX.  (Hearing  site:  Amarillo,  or 
Dallas,  TX.) 

MC  145150  (Sub-12F),  filed  March  25, 
1980.  Applicant:  HAYNES  TRANSPORT 
CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  9,  R.R.  2.  Salina.  KS 
67401.  Representative:  Clyde  N. 

Christey,  KS  Credit  Union  Bldg.,  1010 
Tyler,  Suite  110L,  Topeka,  KS  66612. 
Transporting  soybean  oil,  from  Emporia, 
KS,  to  Port  of  Catoosa,  OK.  (Hearing 
site:  Kansas  City,  MO.) 

MC  145441  (Sub-llOF),  filed  March  24, 
1980.  Applicant:  A.C.B.  TRUCKING, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  5130,  North  Little  Rock, 
AR  72119.  Representative:  Ralph  E. 
Bradbury  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  caulking  and  glazing 
compounds,  adhesive  paste,  chemicals, 
plastic  materials,  and  lubricating 
grease,  from  Elizabethtown  and 
Carrolltown,  KY,  to  points  in  CA,  OR, 
and  WA.  (Hearing  site:  Little  Rock,  AR, 
or  Detroit,  MI.) 

MC  145701  (Sub-12F),  filed  March  26, 
1980.  Applicant:  D.  C.  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  916  South  Riverside  Ave.,  St.  Clair, 
MI  48079.  Representative:  James  J. 
Sheehan  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  (l)(a)  fabrics,  textiles,  and 
urethane  foam,  and  (b)  materials, 
equipment,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  of  motor 
vehicle  interiors,  from  points  in  the  U.S. 
(except  AK  and  HI),  to  the  facilities  of 
Inmont  Corporation,  at  or  near  Port 
Huron,  MI,  and  (2)  motor  vehicle 
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interiors  and  components  of  motor 
vehicle  interiors,  from  the  facilities  of 
Inmont  Corporation,  at  or  near  Port 
Huron,  MI,  to  points  in  DE,  IL,  IN,  KY, 

MI,  MO,  NJ,  NY,  OH,  PA,  and  WI. 
(Hearing  site:  Detroit,  MI.} 

MC  146431  (Sub-3F),  filed  March  21, 
1980.  Applicant:  WILLIAM  E.  HILL, 
d.b.a.  BILL  HILL  TRUCKING,  Route  18, 
East  Hamler,  OH  43256.  Representative: 
Michael  Spurlock,  275  E.  State  St., 
Columbus,  OH  43215.  Transporting 
wheat  middlings  and  animal  and 
poultry  feed,  in  hopper  type  vehicles, 
from  Toledo,  OH,  to  points  in  KY,  PA, 

IN,  and  MI.  (Hearing  site:  Columbus, 
OH.) 

MC  146680  (Sub-2F),  filed  November 
20, 1979.  Applicant  P  AND  R 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  1424  Palmer, 
Laramie,  WY  82070.  Representative: 
Robert  B.  Kams  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Transporting  (1)  log 
buildings,  and  (2)  materials,  equipment 
and  supplies  used  in  the  erection  of  log 
buildings,  between  points  in  Albany 
County,  WY,  and  points  in  the  U.S. 
(except  AK  and  HI).  (Hearing  site: 
Laramie,  Casper,  or  Cheyenne,  WY.) 

MC  146880  (Sub-6F),  filed  April  7, 

1980.  Applicant:  LOWELL  E.  DENTON, 
d.b.a.  DENTON  CARTAGE  COMPANY, 
7322  W.  90th  St.,  Bridgeview,  IL  60455. 
Representative:  Anthony  E.  Young,  29  S. 
LaSalle  St.,  Chicago,  IL  60603. 
Transporting:  empty  containers  and 
trailer  chassis,  from  points  in  DE,  MD, 
NJ,  NY,  PA,  and  VA,  to  Chicago,  IL. 
(Hearing  site:  Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  147321  (Sub-3F),  filed  March  24, 
1980.  Applicant:  BILL  STARR 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  1716  Berry  Road, 
Independence,  MO  64057. 
Representative:  Frank  W.  Taylor,  Jr., 
1221  Baltimore  Ave.,  Suite  600,  Kansas 
City,  MO  64105.  Transporting  malt 
beverages,  from  San  Antonio,  TX,  to 
Kansas  City,  St.  Joseph,  and  Excelsior 
Springs,  MO.  (Hearing  site:  Kansas  City, 
MO.) 

MC  147981  (Sub-2F),  filed  April  11, 
1980.  Applicant:  JACK  CORNWELL, 
d.b.a.  CORNWELL 

TRANSPORTATION,  741  Ys  Parkridge, 
Norco,  CA  91760.  Representative:  Jack 
Cornwell  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Contract  carrier,  transporting  insulating 
materials  and  materials  and  supplies 
used  in  the  installation  of  insulating 
materials,  from  Willows  and  Corona, 
CA,  to  points  in  AZ  and  NV,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Johns- 
Manville  Sales  Corp.  of  San  Mateo,  CA-. 
(Hearing  site:  Los  Angeles,  CA.) 

MC  148360  (Sub-6F),  filed  April  10, 
1980.  Applicant:  PDR  TRUCKING,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  609,  Gastonia,  NC  28052. 


Representative:  Eric  Meierhoefer,  Suite 
423, 1511  K  St.,  NW.,  Washington,  DC 
20005.  Contract  carrier,  transporting  (1) 
such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by 
department  stores,  from  Charlotte,  NC, 
to  Cleveland,  OH,  and  (2)  new  furniture, 
from  points  in  Burke,  Randolph, 

Catawba,  Alexander,  Lincoln,  Caldwell 
and  Guilford  Counties,  NC,  to 
Cleveland,  OH,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  in  (1)  and  (2)  with  The  May 
Company  of  Cleveland,  OH.  (Hearing 
site:  Cleveland,  OH.) 

MC  148370  (Sub-8F),  filed  April  11, 

1980.  Applicant:  TRAFIK  SERVICES, 

INC.,  11  Newark  St.,  Providence,  RI 
02908.  Representative:  A.  Joseph  Mega 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Contract 
carrier,  transporting  cable,  from  the 
facilities  of  Kaiser  Aluminum  & 

Chemical  Corporation  at  or  near 
Portsmouth,  RL  to  those  points  in  NY  on 
and  north  of  Interstate  Hwy  84,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  the  Kaiser 
Aluminum  k  Chemical  Corporation. 
(Hearing  site:  Providence,  RI.)  . 

MC  148840  (Sub-2F),  filed  April  11, 
1980.  Applicant:  SHANE  INDUSTRIES, 
INC.,  2424  South  Railroad,  Fresno,  CA 
93706.  Representative:  Gary  W.  Wigand, 
13031  San  Antonio  Dr.,  Suite  214, 
Norwalk,  CA  90650.  Transporting 
general  commodities  (except  those  of 
unusual  value,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  and  motor  vehicles),  moving 
on  bills  of  lading  of  freight  forwarders 
as  defined  in  49  U.S.C.  10102,  (1) 
between  points  in  San  Francisco,  San 
Jose,  Oakland,  Emeryville,  and 
Richmond,  CA,  and  points  in  Kem, 

Kings,  Tulare,  Fresno,  Madera,  Merced, 
Stanislaus,  and  San  Joaquin  Counties, 
CA,  and  (2)  between  the  points  and 
territories  described  in  (1)  above,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Los  Angeles  County,  CA.  (Hearing  site: 
San  Francisco,  CA.) 

MC  148860  (Sub-lF),  filed  March  4, 
1980.  Applicant:  D.M.T.  TRUCKING, 
INC.,  Dundalk  Marine  Terminal,  2700 
Broening  Highway,  Baltimore,  MD  21222. 
Representative:  Theodore  Polydoroff, 
Suite  301, 1307  Dolley  Madison 
Boulevard,  McLean,  VA  22101. 
Transporting:  (1)  automobiles,  trucks, 
cabs,  and  chassis,  in  secondary 
movements  in  truckaway  service,  and 
(2)  parts  for  the  commodities  in  (1) 
above,  between  Baltimore,  MD,  and 
Portsmouth,  VA,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  DE,  IN,  MD,  MI, 
NC,  NJ,  OH,  PA,  VA,  WV,  and  DC. 
(Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  150300  (Sub-lF),  filed  April  29, 
1980.  Applicant:  MILLER  TRANSPORTS, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  161,  Pryor,  OK  74361. 


Representative:  Larry  D.  Henry,  1606 
First  National  Bank  Bldg.,  Tulsa,  OK 
74103.  Transporting:  (1)  anhydrous 
ammonia,  and  fertilizer  solutions,  in 
bulk,  (2)  dry  fertilizers,  urea,  and  ground 
oyster  shell,  (3)  silica  sand,  and  salt,  in 
bulk,  and  (4)  liquified  petroleum  gas, 
from  points  in  OK,  McPherson,  Reno, 
Miami,  Montgomery,  Wyandotte,  and 
Johnson  Counties,  KS,  Clay,  Jackson, 
Platte,  Lawrence,  and  Jasper  Counties, 
MO,  Douglas  and  Sarpy  Counties,  NE, 
and  Tarrant,  Denton,  Dallas,  Harris, 
Hutchinson,  and  Galveston  Counties, 

TX,  to  points  in  NM,  CO,  NE,  KS,  OK, 

TX,  MO,  and  AR.  Condition:  Any 
certificate  issued  in  this  proceeding,  to 
the  extent  it  authorizes  the  transport  of 
liquified  petroleum  gas,  shall  be  limited 
in  term  to  a  period  expiring  5  years  from 
its  date  of  issue.  (Hearing  site: 

Oklahoma  City,  OK.) 

MC  150301  (Sub-lF),  filed  April  9, 

1980.  Applicant:  EQUITY 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY,  INC., 
3653  Lake  Eastbrook  Blvd.  SE,  Grand 
Rapids,  MI  49506.  Representative: 
Edward  Malinzak,  900  Old  Kent  Bldg., 
Grand  Rapids,  MI  49503.  Contract 
carrier,  transporting  materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  of  household  and  personal 
care  products,  (except  commodities  in 
bulk),  from  points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK 
and  HI),  to  Ada,  ML  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Amway  Corporation  of 
Ada,  MI.  (Hearing  site:  Lansing,  MI,  or 
Chicago  IL.) 

MC  150311  (Sub-7F),  filed  April  11, 
1980.  Applicant:  P  &  L  MOTOR  LINES, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  4616,  Fort  Worth,  TX 
76103.  Representative:  Billy  R.  Reid,  1721 
Carl  St.,  Ft.  Worth,  TX  76103. 
Transporting:  Malt  beverages,  (1)  from 
Pabst,  GA,  Peoria  and  Belleville,  IL,  St. 
Paul,  MN,  Philadelphia,  PA,  Omaha,  NE, 
and  Cincinnati,  OH,  to  points  in  OK  and 
TX;  and  (2)  from  San  Antonio,  TX,  to 
points  in  OK.  (Hearing  site:  Fort  Worth 
or  Houston,  TX.) 

MC  150400F,  filed  March  25, 1980. 
Applicant  AZTEC  TRUCKING,  INC., 
5960  Hayes  Street,  Merrilville,  IN  46410. 
Representative:  Walter  F.  Jones,  Jr.,  601 
Chamber  of  Commerce  Bldg., 
Indianapolis,  IN  46204.  Contract  carrier, 
transporting  iron  and  steel  articles, 
between  the  facilities  of  L.  B.  Foster 
Company,  Inc.,  at  Bedford  Park,  IL; 
Sheffield,  OH;  Plymouth,  MI;  and  St. 
Louis,  MO,  under  continuing  contract 
with  L.  B.  Foster  Company,  Inc.,  of  Des 
Plaines,  IL.  (Hearing  site:  Chicago,  IL,  or 
Indianapolis,  IN.) 

MC  150401F,  filed  March  25, 1980. 
Applicant:  THERMAL  SYSTEMS 
INDUSTRIES,  a  corporation,  3055  West 
2100  South,  Salt  Lake  City,  UT  84119. 
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Representative:  Irene  Warr,  430  Judge 
Building,  Salt  Lake  City,  UT  84111. 
Transporting  (1)  insulation  and  (2) 
materials,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture,  distribution  and 
installation  of  insulation,  between 
points  in  Salt  Lake  County,  UT,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  WA,  OR, 

ID,  CA,  MT,  WY,  NV,  AZ,  NM,  CO,  NE, 
and  TX,  under  continuing  contract(s) 
with  Thermal  Systems,  Inc.  (Hearing 
site:  Salt  Lake  City,  UT.) 

MC  150521F,  filed  April  11, 1980. 
Applicant:  HUMISTON  FARMS,  Route 
1,  Box  144,  Muleshoe,  TX  79347. 
Representative:  Richard  Hubbert,  P.O. 
Box  10236,  Lubbock,  TX  79408. 
Transporting  irrigation  systems  and 
parts,  materials  and  supplies,  used  in 
the  manufacture,  assembly  and 
distribution  of  irrigation  systems,  from 
Gering,  NE,  to  points  in  TX.  Condition: 
Carrier  must  conduct  its  for-hire  motor 
carrier  activities  independently  from  its 
other  business  activities  and  maintain 
separate  records  for  each.  (Hearing  site: 
Lubbock,  or  Amarillo,  TX.) 

MC  150561F,  filed  April  10, 1980. 
Applicant:  LAW-TON  TRUCKING 
CORP.,  7  Cedar  Crest  Dr.,  Dix  Hills,  NY 
11746.  Representative:  Donald  W.  Smith, 
P.O.  Box  40248,  Indianapolis,  IN  46240. 
Transporting  (1)  electrical  fixtures  and 
components  of  electrical  fixtures,  from 
the  facilities  of  Perfect-Line  Mfg. 
Corporation  at  Lindenhurst,  NY,  to 
points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI), 
and  (2)  materials,  equipment  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  of  the  commodities  named 
in  (1)  above,  (except  commodities  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles),  in  the  reverse 
direction.  (Hearing  site:  Washington, 
DC.) 

MC  150621F,  filed  March  28, 1980. 
Applicant:  TED  L.  CLARK,  P.O.  Box  317, 
Carrington,  ND  58421.  Representative: 
Thomas  J.  Van  Osdel,  502  First  National 
Bank  Bldg.,  Fargo,  ND  58126.  Contract 
carrier,  Transporting  such  commodities 
as  are  dealt  in,  or  used,  by  wholesale 
beverage  distributors  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  Chicago, 
Pekin  and  Peoria,  IL,  Lawrenceburg,  IN, 
Bardstown,  Clermont  and  Louisville,  KY, 
Detroit,  MI,  St.  Louis,  MO,  and  points  in 
CA,  to  Bismarck,  Fargo,  and  Grand 
Forks,  ND,  under  continuing  contract(s) 
with  Congress,  Inc.  (Hearing  site:  Fargo, 
ND  or  Minneapolis,  MN.) 

Passenger 

MC  148681  (Sub-lF),  filed  April  7, 

1980.  Applicant:  RIGGLES 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  417,  Cass 
Lake,  MN  56633.  Representative: 

Andrew  R.  Clark,  1000  First  National 
Bank  Bldg.,  Minneapolis,  MN  55402. 


Transporting  passengers  and  their 
baggage,  in  the  same  vehicle  with 
passengers,  in  round-trip  charter 
operations,  beginning  and  ending  at 
points  in  Mahnoman,  Clear  Water, 
Beltrami,  Itasca,  Hubbard,  Cass,  and 
Wadena  Counties,  MN,  and  extending  to 
points  in  the  U.S.  (including  AK,  but 
excepting  HI).  (Hearing  site:  Fargo,  ND, 
or  Minneapolis,  MN.) 

Volume  No.  218 

Decided:  June  18, 1980. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  Number 
1,  Members  Carleton,  Joyce,  and  Jones. 

MC  10115  (Sub-llF),  filed  April  18. 
1980.  Applicant:  C.  D.  ZIMMERMAN, 
INC.,  R.D.  No.  3,  Mifflintown,  PA  17059. 
Representative:  J.  Bruce  Walter,  P.O. 

Box  1146,  Harrisburg,  PA  17108. 
Transporting  refractories  and  materials 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture 
and  installation  of  refractories,  between 
the  facilities  of  Harbison-Walker 
Refractories,  Division  of  Dresser 
Industries,  Inc.,  at  or  near  (1)  Windham 
and  Portsmouth,  OH,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  CT,  MD,  NY, 
and  PA,  and  (2)  Baltimore  and  Leslie, 

MD,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  CT,  NY  and  OH.  (Hearing  site: 
Harrisburg,  PA  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  3104  (Sub-3F),  filed  April  17, 1980. 
Applicant:  Z  &  M  MOTOR  LINES,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  2345,  Cumberland,  MD  21502. 
Representative:  Dixie  C.  Newhouse, 

1329  Pennsylvania  Ave.,  P.O.  Box  1417, 
Hagerstown,  MD  21740.  Transporting: 
Shelf  equipment,  machinery  and 
supplies  as  are  used  by  or  dealt  in  by  a 
manufacturer  of  rubber  products,  (1) 
between  Cumberland,  MD,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  IL,  IN, 

KY,  MI  and  OH,  (2)  from  Freeport,  IL,  to 
points  in  IL,  IN,  MD,  MI,  NY,  OH,  PA. 
WV,  VA  and  DC,  and  (3)  between 
Mascedonia,  OH,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  MI.  (Hearing  site: 
Cumberland,  MD.) 

MC  58885  (Sub-35F),  filed  April  8, 

1980.  Applicant:  ATLANTA  MOTOR 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  345,  Conley,  GA 
30027.  Representative:  Paul  M.  Daniell, 
P.O.  Box  872,  Atlanta,  GA  30301.  Over 
regular  routes,  transporting  general 
commodities,  except  those  of  unusual 
value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment,  (1) 
between  Greenville,  SC,  and  Bristol,  TN, 
from  Greenville,  SC,  over  Interstate 
Hwy  85  to  Spartanburg,  SC,  then  over 
Interstate  Hwy  26  to  Asheville,  NC,  then 
over  U.S.  Hwy  19  to  its  junction  with 
U.S.  Hwy  23,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  23  to 
Johnson  City,  TN,  and  then  over  U.S. 
Hwy  19W  to  Briston,  TN,  and  return 


over  the  same  route,  serving  all  • 
intermediate  points,  (2)  between 
Asheville,  NC  and  Knoxville,  TN,  over 
Interstate  Hwy  40,  serving  all 
intermediate  points  and  (3)  between 
Greenville,  SC,  and  Asheville,  NC,  over 
U.S.  Hwy  25,  serving  all  intermediate 
points  and  serving  as  off-route  points: 
all  points  (a)  in  TN  on  and  east  of 
Interstate  Hwy  65,  and  on  and  south  of 
Interstate  Hwy  40  and  Interstate  Hwy 
81;  (b)  in  Greenville,  Anderson,  Pickens, 
Oconee,  and  Spartanburg  Counties,  SC; 
and  (c)  in  Henderson,  Transylvania, 
Macon,  Jackson,  Haywood,  Buncombe, 
and  Madison  Counties,  NC.  (Hearing 
site:  Greenville,  SC  or  Knoxville,  TN.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  60014  (Sub-180F),  filed  April  18. 
1980.  Applicant:  AERO  TRUCKING, 

INC.,  P.O.  Box  308,  Monroeville,  PA 
15146.  Representative:  A.  Charles  Tell, 
100  E.  Broad  St.,  Columbus,  OH  43215. 
Transporting  plywood  and  composition 
board,  from  the  facilities  of  Magnolia 
Compress  Co.  at  Beaumont,  Galveston 
and  Houston,  TX  to  those  points  in  the 
U.S.  in  and  east  of  ND,  SD,  NE,  KS,  OK 
and  TX.  (Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  61825  (Sub-129F),  filed  April  8. 
1980.  Applicant:  ROY  STONE 
TRANSFER  CORPORATION,  V.  C. 
Drive,  P.O.  Box  385,  Collinsville,  VA 
24078.  Representative:  John  D.  Stone 
(same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  (l)(a)  Cleaning  compounds 
(except  chemicals),  and  petroleum 
products,  and  chemicals  (except  in 
bulk),  from  Edgewater,  NJ  to  points  in 
GA,  OH,  and  TN,  (2)(a)  resins,  co  altar 
compounds,  petroleum  compounds,  resin 
compounds,  resin  petroleum 
hydrocarbon  and  materials,  equipment 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture 
and  distribution  of  the  commodities  in 
(a)  above  (except  in  bulk),  between  the 
facilites  of  Carolina  Processing  Corp.,  at 
or  near  Severn,  NC  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  those  points  in  the 
U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI),  and  (3)(a) 

Paint,  and  waxes,  patching  plaster, 
cement  compound,  latex  binders,  plastic 
materials  and  (b)  materials,  equipment 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture 
and  distribution  of  the  commodities  in 
(a)  above  (except  in  bulk),  between  the 
facilities  of  Minwax  Company,  Inc.  at  I 
Clifton  and  Belle  Mead,  NJ,  II  Flora,  IL, 
and  III  Sparks,  NV,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  die  other,  those  points  in  the 
U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI).  (Hearing  site: 
Washington, DC.) 

MC  94265  (Sub-347F),  filed  April  8, 
1980.  Applicant:  BONNEY  MOTOR 
EXPRESS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  305,  Route  460 
West,  Windsor,  VA  23487. 
Representative:  Clyde  W.  Carver, 
Attorney,  P.O.  Box  720434,  Atlanta,  GA 
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30328.  Transporting  (1)  restaurant 
materials,  supplies  and  furnishings 
when  moving  in  mixed  loads  with 
foodstuffs  from  Chicago,  IL  to  Charlotte, 
NC,  and  points  in  VA,  and  (2)  foodstuffs 
from  Chicago,  IL  to  Charlotte,  NC. 
(Hearing  site:  Chicago,  IL  or 
Washington,  DC.) 

MC  96324  (Sub-39F),  filed  April  17, 
1980.  Applicant:  GENERAL  DELIVERY, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  1816,  Fairmont,  WV 
26554.  Applicant’s  representative:  Mel  P. 
Booker,  Jr.,  Hemly  &  Booker,  P.C.,  110 
South  Columbus  Street,  Alexandria,  VA 
22314.  Transporting  general 
commodities  (except  classes  A  &  B 
explosives,  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk 
and  commodities  which  because  of  their 
size  and  weight,  require  the  use  of 
special  equipment)  between  those  points 
in  the  U.S.  in  and  east  of  MN,  LA,  MO, 
AR,  and  LA.  Restricted  to  traffic 
originating  at  or  destined  to  the  facilities 
of  Union  Camp  Corporation.  (Hearing 
site:  Washington,  DC  or  New  York,  NY.) 

MC  105045  (Sub-146F),  filed  April  17, 
1980.  Applicant:  R.  L.  JEFFRIES 
TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  1020 
Pennsylvania  Street,  Evansville,  IN 
47701.  Representative:  Paul  F.  Sullivan, 
711  Washington  Building,  Washington, 
DC  20005.  Transporting  industrial 
silencers,  mufflers,  and  structural  steel 
articles  from  Berwick,  PA,  to  those 
points  in  the  U.S.  in  and  west  of  NM, 

CO,  WY,  ND,  and  SD  (except  AK  and 
HI),  and  those  in  MN,  MI,  NC,  SO  VA, 
WV,  MD.  DE,  NJ,  NY,  RI,  CT,  MA,  VT, 
NH,  ME,  and  DC.  (Hearing  site: 
Washington,  DC.) 

MC  106674  (Sub-479F),  filed  April  11, 
1980.  Applicant:  SCHILLI  MOTOR 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  123,  Remington, 

IN  47977.  Representative:  Jerry  L. 
Johnson  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting:  roofing  materials,  roofing 
products  and  materials  used  in  the 
installation  of  roofing  products. 
equipment  materials  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  and  distributing  of 
roofing  materials  and  products  between 
the  facilities  of  Owens-Coming 
Fiberglass  Corporation  at  Atlanta,  GA, 
Brookville,  IN  Detroit,  MI,  FT. 
Lauderdale,  FL,  Hazelwood,  MO, 
Houston  and  Irving,  TX,  Jacksonville, 

FL,  Jessup,  MD,  Kearny,  NJ,  Medina, 

OH,  Memphis,  TN,  Minneapolis,  MN, 
Morehead  City,  NC,  N.  Kansas  City, 

MO,  Summit,  IL,  Waltham,  MA,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other  hand,  points 
in  AL,  AR,  CT,  DE,  FL,  GA,  IL,  IN,  IA, 
KS,  KY,  LA,  MD,  MI,  MN,  MS,  MO,  NJ, 
NY,  NC,  OH,  OK,  PA,  RI,  SC,  TN,  TX, 
VT,  VA,  WV,  WI  and  DC.  (Hearing  site: 
Chicago,  IL  or  Indianapolis,  IN.) 


MC  106674  (Sub-480F),  filed  April  18, 
1980.  Applicant:  SCHILLI  MOTOR 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  123,  Remington, 

IN  47977.  Representative:  Jerry  L. 

Johnson  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting:  plastic  articles  and 
materials,  equipment  and  supplies 
(except  commodities  in  bulk)  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  plastic  articles  between 
Elyria,  OH  and  Thomasville,  GA  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  those  points 
in  the  U.S.  in  and  east  of  ND,  SD,  NE, 

KS,  OK,  and  TX.  (Hearing  site:  Chicago, 

IL  or  Indianapolis,  IN.) 

MC  109324  (Sub-5lF),  filed  April  18, 
1980.  Applicant:  GARRISON  MOTOR 
FREIGHT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1278,  Harrison 
AR  72601.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Francis  W.  Mclnemy,  Suite  502, 1000  16 
ST.,  N.W.,  Washington,  DC  20036. 
Transporting:  general  commodities 
(except  those  of  unusual  value, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment), 
serving  the  facilities  of  Stant,  Inc.,  at  or 
near  Pine  Bluff,  AR,  as  an  off-route  point 
in  connection  with  carrier’s  regular- 
route  operation.  (Hearing  site: 
Washington,  DC.) 

Note. — Applicant  intends  to  tack  this 
authority  with  its  existing  authority  and 
interlining  is  intended. 

MC  111485  (Sub-28F),  filed  April  17, 
1980.  Applicant:  PASCHALL  TRUCK 
LINES,  INC.,  Route  4,  Murray,  KY  42071. 
Representative:  Robert  H.  Kinker,  314 
West  Main  Street,  P.O.  Box  464, 
Frankfort,  KY  40602.  Transporting: 
general  commodities  (except  those  of 
unusual  value,  classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk 
and  those  requiring  special  equipment): 
Serving  Kevil,  KY  and  points  within  5 
miles  thereof  as  off-route  points  in 
connection  with  applicant’s  existing 
regular-route  authority.  (Hearing  sites: 
Louisville,  KY  or  Paducah,  KY.) 

MC  118535  (Sub-148F),  filed  April  17, 
1980.  Applicant:  TIONA  TRUCK  LINE, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  312, 102  West  Ohio, 
Butler,  MO  64730.  Representative:  Jim 
Tiona,  Jr.  (same  address  as  above). 
Transporting:  bentonite,  from  Colony, 
WY  to  points  in  AR,  AZ,  CO,  IA,  KS,  LA, 
MO,  MN,  MS,  ND,  NE,  NM,  OK,  SD,  TX 
and  WI.  (Hearing  site:  Kansas  City, 

MO.) 

MC  119834  (Sub-8F),  filed  April  18, 
1980.  Applicant:  ROBERT  N.  TOOMEY 
TRUCKING  CO.,  a  corporation,  1516  S. 
George  St.,  York,  PA  17403. 
Representative:  Dixie  C.  Newhouse, 

1329  Pennsylvania  Ave.,  P.O.  Box  1417, 
Hagerstown,  MD  21740.  Transporting: 
agricultural  chemicals,  fertilizers, 


insecticides,  fungicides  and  adhesives 
(except  in  bulk),  from  Hanover,  PA  to 
those  points  in  the  U.S.  in  and  west  of 
MN,  IA,  MO,  AR  and  LA  (except  AK 
and  HI).  (Hearing  site:  Hanover,  PA.) 

MC  124174  (Sub-171F),  filed  April  29, 
1980.  Applipant:  MOMSEN  TRUCKING 
CO.,  a  corporation,  13811  “L”  Street, 
Omaha,  NE  68137.  Representative:  Karl  . 
E.  Momsen,  13811  “L”  Street,  Omaha, 

NE  68137.  Transporting:  iron  and  steel 
articles  between  Maquoketa, 

Monticello,  and  Dubuque,  IA  on  the  one 
hand  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  MN, 

SD,  NE,  CO,  KA,  OK,  TX,  ND,  IA,  MO, 
AR,  LA,  WI,  IL,  MS.  MI,  IN,  KY,  TN,  AL, 
NC,  WV,  VA,  OH,  SC,  GA,  FL,  NY,  PA, 
and  MD.  (Hearing  site:  Omaha,  NE  or 
Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  124605  (Sub-5F),  filed  April  17, 

1980.  Applicant:  HOWELL 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  201  Platt 
Street,  West  Lafayette,  OH  43845. 
Representative:  Richard  H.  Brandon, 

P.O.  Box  97,  220  West  Bridge  Street, 
Dublin,  OH  43017.  Contract  carrier, 
transporting  (1)  Corrugated  paper  boxes 
(knocked  down)  fillers,  liners,  pads, 
paper  box  parts  and  paper  board  sheets, 
from  Newark,  OH,  to  points  in  KY, 
points  in  WV  (except  Hancock,  Brooke, 
Ohio,  Wetzel,  Pleasants,  Wood,  Jackson, 
Mason,  Cabell  and  Wayne  and  Marshall 
Counties)  and  points  in  IN  (except  those 
in  Wayne,  Randolph,  Shelby  and  Jay 
Counties),  and  (2)  Scrap  paper,  from 
points  in  KY,  WV  and  IN  described  in 
(1)  above  to  Newark,  OH,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  St.  Regis 
Paper  Company,  or  New  York,  NY. 
(Hearing  site:  Columbus,  OH.) 

MC  124964  (Sub-65),  filed  April  8, 

1980.  Applicant:  J.  M.  BOOTH 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  265, 

Tavares,  FL  32778.  Representative: 
George  A.  Olsen,  P.O.  Box  357, 
Gladstone,  NJ  07934.  Contract  carrier, 
transporting:  foodstuffs  (except  frozen, 
and  in  bulk),  (1)  Between  Imlay  City, 
Memphis,  and  Bridgeport,  MI  and 
Greenville,  MS;  (2)  From  Imlay  City, 
Bridgeport,  and  Memphis,  MI,  to  points 
in  GA  and  FL;  and  (3)  From  Greenville, 
MS,  to  points  in  AL,  GA,  and  FL,  under  a 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Vlasic 
Foods,  Inc.,  of  W.  Bloomfield,  MI. 
(Hearing  site:  Detroit,  MI  or 
Washington,  DC.) 

MC  133655  (Sub-217F),  filed  April  17, 
1980.  Applicant:  TRANS-NATIONAL 
TRUCK,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  402535,  Dallas, 
TX  75240.  Representative:  Warren  L. 
Troupe,  P.O.  Box  2298,  Green  Bay,  WI 
54306.  Transporting  (1)  plastic  and 
plastic  products  and  foam  and  foam 
products;  and  (2)  materials  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  and  distribution 
of  the  commodities  namecfin  (1)  above 
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between  points  in  Dallas  and  Tarrant 
Counties,  TX,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  those  points  in  the  U.S.  in  and 
east  of  TX,  OK,  KS,  NE,  IA,  and  MN. 
{Hearing  site:  Dallas,  TX.) 

MC  135895  (Sub-96F),  filed  April  18, 
1980.  Applicant:  B  &  R  DRAY  AGE,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  8534,  Battlefield  Station, 
Jackson,  MS  39204.  Representative: 
Douglas  C.  Wynn,  Wynn,  Bogen  & 
Mitchell,  P.O.  Box  1295,  Greenville,  MS 
38701.  Transporting:  (1)  paper  and  paper 
articles  and  (2)  equipment  material, 
equipment,  materials  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  and  distribution  of 
commodities  described  in  (1)  {except 
commodities  in  bulk  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment)  between  the 
facilities  of  Mac  Millan-Bloedel 
Containers  at  or  near  Magnolia,  MS  on 
the  one  hand,  on  the  other,  points  in  AL, 
AR,  LA,  MS,  TN,  and  TX.  (Hearing  site 
(SN):  Jackson,  MS.) 

MC  135895  (Sub-97F),  filed  April  18, 
1980.  Applicant:  B  h  R  DRAYAGE,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  8534,  Battlefield  Station, 
Jackson,  MS  39204.  Representative: 
Douglas  C.  Wynn,  Wynn,  Bogen  & 
Mitchell,  P.O.  Box  1295,  Greenville,  MS 
38701.  Transporting  general 
commodities  (except  commodities  in 
bulk,  household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  classes  A  and  B  explosive, 
commodities  of  unusual  value  and  those 
requiring  special  equipment)  between 
the  facilities  of  Kimberly-Clark 
Corporation  at  or  near  Corinth,  MS  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  the  U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI): 
restricted  to  traffic  originating  at  or 
destined  to  the  named  facilities. 
(Hearing  site:  Chicago.  IL  or  Jackson, 
MS.) 

MC  135895  (Sub-98F),  filed  April  18, 
1980.  Applicant:  B  h  R  DRAYAGE,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  8534,  Battlefield  Station, 
Jackson,  MS  39204.  Representative: 
Douglas  C.  Wynn,  Wynn,  Bogen  & 
Mitchell,  P.O.  Box  1295,  Greenville,  MS 
38701.  Transporting:  iron  and  steel 
articles  (except  those  requiring  special 
equipment)  between  Jackson,  and 
Vicksburg,  MS.  (Hearing  site:  Jackson, 
MS.) 

MC  136315  (Sub-122),  filed  April  18, 
1980.  Applicant:  OLEN  BURRAGE 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  Route  9,  Box  28. 
Philadelphia,  MS  39350.'Representative: 
Fred  W.  Johnson,  Jr.,  P.O.  Box  22807, 
Jackson,  MS  39205.  Transporting  (1) 
asphalt  compounds,  and  roofing 
materials,  from  the  facilities  of  Gulf 
States  Asphalt  Co.,  at  or  near  (a) 
Beaumont,  Corpus  Christi,  and  South 
Houston,  TX  and  (b)  Westwego,  LA  to 
those  points  in  the  U.S.  in  and  east  of 
TX,  OK,  KS,  NE,  SD.  and  ND;  and  (2) 
materials,  equipment  and  supplies  used 


in  the  manufacture  and  distribution  of 
the  commodities  listed  in  (1)  above  in 
the  reverse  direction  (except 
commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles), 
restricted  to  traffic  originating  at  or 
destined  to  the  facilities  of  Gulf  States 
Asphalt  Co.,  Inc.  (Hearing  site:  Houston, 
TX,  or  Washington,  DC.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  136545  (Sub-30F),  filed  April  17, 
1980.  Applicant:  NUSSBERGER  BROS. 
TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  929  Railroad 
Street,  Prentice,  WI  54556. 
Representative:  Richard  A.  Westley, 
Attorney,  4506  Regent  Street,  Suite  100, 
Madison,  WI  53705.  Transporting  (a) 
farm  implements,  and  farm  implement 
parts  and  accessories  and  (b)  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies  used  in  the 
production  and  distribution  of  farm 
implements  between  the  facilities  of 
Multi,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Chili,  WI  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
the  U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI),  restricted 
to  traffic  originating  at  and  destined  to 
the  named  points.  (Hearing  site:  (1) 
Milwaukee,  WI;  and  (2)  Minneapolis, 
MN.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  maybe  involved. 

MC  139495  (Sub-537F),  filed  April  17, 
1980.  Applicant:  NATIONAL 
CARRIERS,  INC.,  1501  East  8th  Street, 
P.O.  Box  1358,  Liberal,  KS  67901. 
Representative:  Herbert  Alan  Dubin, 
Baskin  and  Sears,  818  Connecticut 
Avenue,  NW,  Washington,  DC  20006. 
Transporting:  hand  agricultural 
implements  and  hand  tools  from 
Dunkirk,  NY  and  Saybrook,  OH  to 
points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI). 
(Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  139584  (Sub-17F),  filed  April  18, 
1980.  Applicant:  JOHN  BUSCH,  Box  211, 
Conyngham,  PA  18219.  Representative: 
Joseph  F.  Hoary,  121  South  Main  St., 
Taylor,  PA  18517.  Transporting  (A)(1) 
laminated  wood  flooring  and  wooden 
furniture  parts,  from  the  facilities  of  Rad 
Woodward  Co.,  Inc.,  at  Nescopeck,  PA, 
to  points  in  the  U.S.  lying  on  and  east  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  mouth  of  the 
Mississippi  River  and  extending  along 
the  Mississippi  River  to  its  junction  with 
the  western  boundary  of  Itasca  County, 
MN,  thence  northward  along  the 
western  boundaries  of  Itasca  and 
Koochiching  Counties,  MN,  to  the 
international  boundary  line  between  the 
U.S.  and  Canada,  and  to  points  in  AR, 
TX,  CO,  and  CA;  and  (2)  materials, 
supplies,  and  equipment  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  laminated  wood  flooring 
and  wooden  furniture  parts,  in  the 
reverse  direction;  and  (B)(1)  wooden 
articles,  and  lumber,  from  the  facilities 
of  Valley  Wood  Products,  Inc.,  at  Sugar 
Loaf,  PA,  to  points  described  in  (A)(1) 
above;  and  (2)  materials,  supplies,  and 


equipment  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
wooden  articles  and  lumber,  in  the 
reverse  direction.  (Hearing  site: 
Philadelphia,  PA.) 

MC  140965  (Sub-lF),  filed  April  11, 
1980.  Applicant:  BUX  MONT  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  223,  Gwynedd,  PA  19436. 
Representative:  Peter  A.  Greene,  900 
17th  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20006.  Transporting  automotive  parts 
and  automotive  accessories  and 
materials  and  supplies  useo  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  of 
automotive  parts  and  accessories 
between  the  facilities  of  Delbar 
Products,  Inc.  at  Perkasie,  PA,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Louisville, 
KY,  Cincinnati,  OH,  and  points  in  NY, 

NJ  and  CT.  (Hearing  site:  Washington, 
DC.  or  Philadelphia,  PA.) 

MC  141804  (Sub-409F),  filed  April  14, 
1980.  Applicant:  WESTERN  EXPRESS. 
DIVISION  OF  INTERSTATE  RENTAL, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  3488,  Ontario.  CA  91761. 
Representative:  Frederick  J.  Coffman 
(same  address  as  above).  Transporting 
(1)  paper  and  paper  articles,  plastics 
and  plastic  articles  and  (2)  materials 
equipment  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  of  the 
commodities  named  in  part  (1),  between 
the  facilities  of  Continental  Diversified 
Industries,  Bondware  Division,  at  or 
near  Chicago  and  Shelbyville,  IL  on  the 
one  hand,  and  on  the  other  points  in  NC, 
SC,  GA,  FL,  KY,  TN,  AL,  MS,  AR.  LA, 
OK,  TX,  NM,  AZ,  CA,  OR,  WA  and  NV, 
restricted  to  traffic  originating  at  or 
destined  to  the  above  named  facilities. 

MC  141804  (Sub-410F),  filed  April  18, 
1980.  Applicant:  WESTERN  EXPRESS, 
DIVISION  OF  INTERSTATE  RENTAL, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  3488,  Ontario.  CA  91761. 
Representative:  Frederick  J.  Coffman, 
(same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  insecticides,  from  the 
plantsite  of  Union  Carbide  at  or  near 
Woodbine,  GA  to  those  points  in  the 
U.S.,  in  and  West  of  MT,  WY,  CO,  and 
NM,  (except  AK  and  HI). 

MC  141804  (Sub-411F),  filed  April  17, 
1980.  Applicant:  WESTERN  EXPRESS, 
DIVISION  OF  INTERSTATE  RENTAL, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  3488,  Ontario,  CA  91761. 
Representative:  Frederick  J.  Coffman 
(same  address  as  above).  Transporting: 
general  commodities  (except  those  of 
unusual  value,  classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  household  goods  as 
described  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  frozen  food  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment),  from 
points  in  CA  to  those  points  in  the  U.S., 
in  and  east  of  ND,  SD,  NE,  CO,  KS,  NM, 
restricted  to  traffic  originating  at  the 
facilities  utilized  by  Bostrum-Warren. 

MC  142245  (Sub-5F),  filed  April  1. 
1980.  Applicant:  NATIONWIDE  TRUCK 
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BROKERS,  INC.,  5475  Clay  Ave.  SW, 
Grand  Rapids,  MI  49508.  Representative: 
Edward  Malinzak,  900  Old  Kent  Bldg., 
Grand  Rapids,  MI  49503.  Contract 
carrier  transporting:  Foodstuffs  and 
commodities  used  in  the  manufacture, 
and  distribution  of  foodstuffs  between 
the  facilities  of  (1)  Readi-Bake,  Inc.  of 
Grand  Rapids,  MI,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  AL,  AZ,  CA,  CO, 
CT.  FL,  GA.  IL,  IN,  KY,  LA,  MA,  MS, 

MO,  NM,  NY,  OH,  OR.  PA.  TX,  VA, 

WA,  WI,  and  WV;  (2)  Borck  Country 
Home  Bakers,  Inc.  of  Atlanta,  GA,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  AL,  AZ,  CA,  CO,  CT,  FL,  IL,  IN,  KY, 

LA,  MA,  MI,  MS,  MO,  NM,  NY,  OH,  OR, 
PA,  TX,  VA,  WA,  WI,  and  WV;  (3) 

Jessie  Lord,  Inc.  of  Los  Angeles,  CA,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  AL,  AZ,  CO,  CT,  FL,  GA,  IL,  IN,  KY, 
LA,  MA,  MI,  MS,  MO,  NM,  NY,  OH,  OR, 
PA,  TX,  VA,  WA,  WI  and  WV;  (4) 
Country  Home  Bakery  of  the  West,  Inc., 
d.b.a.  Sue  Ellen  Hi-Country  Kitchen  of 
Denver,  CO,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  AL,  AZ,  CA,  CT,  FL, 
GA,  IL,  IN,  KY,  LA,  MA,  MI,  MS,  MO, 
NM.  NY,  OH,  OR,  PA,  TX,  VA,  WA,  WI, 
and  WV;  (5)  Borck’s  Country  Home 
Bakery,  Inc.  of  Houston,  TX,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  AL, 

AZ,  CA.  CO.  CT,  FL,  GA,  IL,  IN,  KY,  LA, 
MA,  MI,  MS,  MO,  NM.  NY,  OH,  OR,  PA. 
VA,  WA,  WI,  and  WV;  (0)  Country 
Home  Bakers,  Inc.  of  Bridgeport,  CT,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  AL,  AZ,  CA,  CO,  FL,  GA,  IL,  IN,  KY, 
LA.  MA,  MI,  MS,  MO,  NM,  NY,  OH,  OR, 
PA,  TX,  VA,  WA,  WI,  and  WV, 
restricted  against  the  transportation  of 
commodities  in  bulk.  Under  a  continuing 
contract(s)  with  (1)  Readi-Bake,  Inc., 
Grand  Rapids,  MI  (2)  Borck  Country 
Home  Bakers,  Inc.,  Atlanta,  GA  (3) 

Jessie  Lord,  Inc.,  Los  Angeles,  CA  (4) 
Country  Home  Bakery  of  the  West,  Inc., 
d.b.a.  Sue  Ellen  Hi-Country  Kitchen, 
Denver,  CO  (5)  Borck’s  Country  Home 
Bakery,  Inc.,  Houston,  TX,  and  (0) 
Country  Home  Bakers,  Inc.,  Bridgeport, 
CT.  (Hearing  site:  Lansing,  MI,  or 
Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  142715  (Sub-90F),  filed  April  18, 
1980.  Applicant:  LENERTZ,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  479,  South  St.  Paul,  MN  55075. 
Representative:  K.  O.  Petrick  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Transporting 
cellulose  insulation  and  equipment, 
materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
distribution  and  manufacturing  of 
'cellulose  insulation  (except  commodities 
in  bulk  in  tank  or  hopper  vehicles),  from 
Hamel,  MN,  Denver,  CO,  and  Wellsville, 
KS,  to  points  in  ND,  SD,  MN,  NE,  CO, 
KS,  IA,  MO,  IL,  IN.  WI,  MI,  KY,  OH, 

WV,  VA,  DC,  DE,  MD,  NJ,  NY,  and  PA, 
restricted  to  traffic  originating  at  the 


named  origins  and  destined  to  the 
indicated  destinations.  (Hearing  site:  St. 
Paul,  MN.) 

MC  142715  (Sub-91),  filed  April  18, 

1980.  Applicant:  LENERTZ,  INC.,  P.O. 

Box  479,  South  St.  Paul,  MN  55075. 
Representative:  K.  O.  Petrick  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Transporting 
aluminum  and'aluminum  products 
(except  commodities  requiring  special 
equipment)  between  Burnsville,  MN  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  those 
points  in  the  U.S.  in  and  east  of  ND,  SD, 
NE,  KS,  OK  and  TX.  (Hearing  site:  St. 
Paul,  MN.) 

MC  142715  (Sub-92F),  filed  April  18, 
1980.  Applicant:  LENERTZ,  INC.,  P.O. 

Box  479,  South  St.  Paul,  MN  55075. 
Representative:  K.  O.  Petrick  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Transporting 
meats,  meat  products,  meat  by-products 
and  articles  distributed  by  meat¬ 
packing  houses  as  described  in  Sections 
A  and  C,of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  01  M.C.C.  209  and  700 
(except  hides  and  commodities  in  bulk) 
between  the  facilities  of  Pabst  Meat 
Company,  at  Inver  Grove  Heights,  MN 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  those 
points  in  the  U.S.  in  and  east  of  ND,  SD, 
NE,  CO,  OK  and  TX,  restricted  to  traffic 
originating  at  or  destined  to  the  named 
facilities.  (Hearing  site:  St.  Paul,  MN.) 

MC  142715  (Sub-93),  filed  April  18, 

1980.  Applicant:  LENERTZ,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  479,  South  St.  Paul,  MN  55075. 
Representative:  K.  O.  Petrick  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Transporting 
plastic  articles,  and  materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  of  plastic  articles  (except 
commodities  in  bulk  in  tank  or  hopper 
vehicles),  between  Coon  Rapids, 
Faribault  and  St.  Paul,  MN,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  those  points  in 
the  U.S.  in  and  east  of  ND,  SD,  NE,  CO, 
OK  and  TX,  restricted  to  traffic 
originating  at  or  destined  to  Coon 
Rapids,  Faribault,  and  St.  Paul,  MN. 
(Hearing  site:  St.  Paul,  MN.) 

MC  143255  (Sub-4F),  filed  April  8, 

1980.  Applicant:  R&D 
TRANSPORTATION  CORPORATION, 
P.O.  Box  1908,  Des  Moines,  IA  50300. 
Representative:  Donald  B.  Strater,  1350 
Financial  Center,  Des  Moines,  IA  50309. 
Contract  carrier,  transporting:  (1)  (a) 
Lumber,  lumber  products,  and  (b) 
building  materials  (except  those  in  (a) 
above)  and  (2)  Such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  or  used  by  distributors  of  the 
commodities  named  in  (1)  above  (except 
commodities  in  bulk)  from  points  in  WY, 
UT,  CO,  AZ,  NM,  OK,  and  SD,  to  points 
in  IN.  KS,  NE,  SD,  ND,  MN,  IL,  MO,  WI. 
IA,  OH,  KY,  OK,  CO  and  MI,  under  a 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Roberts  & 


Dybdahl  Inc.  of  Des  Moines,  IA. 

(Hearing  site:  Omaha,  NE,  Kansas  City, 
MO,  or  Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  144715  (Sub-lOF),  filed  April  18, 
1980.  Applicant:  ANDERSON  &  WEBB 
TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  542  West 
Independence  Blvd.,  Mt.  Airy,  NC  27030. 
Representative:  Eric  Meierhoefer,  Suite 
423, 1511  K  Street,  NW,  Washington,  DC 
20005.  Transporting:  (1)  air  cleaners,  fuel 
and  oil  filters,  and  (2)  materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  of  the 
commodities  in  (1)  above,  from  points  in 
the  U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI)  to  Dillon, 

SC  and  Gastonia,  NC.  (Hearing  site: 
Charlotte,  NC.) 

MC  145904  (Sub-30F),  filed  April  11, 
1980.  Applicant:  SOUTH  WEST 
LEASING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  152,  Waterloo, 
IA  50704.  Representative:  Roger  D. 
Herman  (same  as  above).  Transporting: 
general  commodities,  (except  those  of 
unusual  value,  classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  commodities  in 
bulk,  and  those  requiring  special 
equipment)  from  Chicago,  IL  to  points  in 
MO,  IA,  NE,  and  MN  restricted  to  traffic 
originating  at  or  destined  to  the  facilities 
utilized  by  Allied  Shippers  and 
Receivers  Association.  (Hearing  site: 
Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  48044  (Sub-4F),  filed  April  17, 

1980.  Applicant:  JANICE  PATRICIA 
MARTIN,  d.b.a.  f.  D.  MARTIN 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Route  4,  Box  251A, 
Rocky  Mount,  VA  24151.  Representative: 
Terrell  C.  Clark,  P.O.  Box  25, 
Stanleytown,  VA  24108.  Transporting: 
lime,  stone,  stone  products,  and  stone, 
mixed  with  cement  and  sand,  in  bags, 
from  points  in  Botetourt  County,  VA  to 
points  in  DE,  FL,  GA,  MD,  NC,  OH,  PA, 
SC,  TN,  WV,  and  DC.  (Hearing  site: 
Roanoke,  VA  or  Washington,  D.C.) 

MC  148815  (Sub-2F),  filed  April  18, 
1980.  Applicant:  HUSKER 
DISTRIBUTION,  INC.,  2245  Harrison, 
Lincoln,  NE  08502.  Representative: 
Lavem  R.  Holdeman,  Peterson  Bowman 
&  Johanns,  521  S.  14th  St.,  Suite  500,  P.O. 
Box  81849,  Lincoln,  NE  08501. 
Transporting  Laundry  care  products, 
home  care  products,  beauty  toiletry 
products,  stainless  steel  cookware, 
cutlery  and  food  supplements  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  the  facilities 
of  Husker  Distribution,  Inc.,  at  or  near 
Lincoln,  NE,  to  points  in  IA  and  NE, 
under  a  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Amway  Corporation,  of  Ada,  MI. 
(Hearing  site:  Lincoln,  NE.) 

MC  150085  (Sub-lF),  filed  April  11, 
1980.  Applicant:  GERALD 
TALIAFERRO,  d.b.a.  HOLTON 
LIVESTOCK  EXPRESS,  route  1,  Holton, 
KS  00438.  Representative:  Larry  E. 
Gregg,  841  Harrison  Street,  P.O.  Box 
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1979,  Topeka,  KS  66801.  Transporting  (1) 
Lawn  and  Agricultural  Implements, 

Parts  and  Attachments,  and  (2) 

Materials  and  Supplies  used  in  the 
manufacturing  and  distribution  of  the 
commodities  described  in  (1)  above 
between  points  in  Jackson  County,  KS, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI). 
(Hearing  site:  Topeka,  KS;  Kansas  City, 
MO.) 

MC  150434F,  filed  April  18, 1980. 
Applicant:  COUNTRY  WIDE  TRUCK 
SERVICE,  INC.,  1110  South  Reservoir 
Street,  Pomona,  CA 19766. 
Representative:  Paul  M.  Daniell,  P.O. 

Box  872,  Atlanta,  GA  30301. 

Transporting  General  Commodities, 
(except  those  of  unusual  value,  classes 
A  and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment),  between  points  in 
the  U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI)  restricted  to 
traffic  moving  on  a  bill  of  lading  issued 
by  ABC-TNT,  a  Freight  Forwarder  as 
defined  in  49  U.S.C.  §10102(8).  (Hearing 
site:  Los  Angeles,  CA.) 

MC  10554F,  filed  April  8, 1980. 
Applicant:  KELLY  TRUCKING,  INC.,  74 
North  Westmoor,  Columbus,  OH  43204. 
Representative:  A.  Charles  Tell,  100  East 
Broad  Street,  Columbus,  OH  43215. 
Contract  carrier  transporting  (1)  Rolling 
processing  fluid,  from  the  facilities  of 
The  Ironsides  Co.  at  Columbus,  OH  to 
points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI), 
and  (2)  materials  and  supplies  used  in 
the  manufacture  of  rolling  processing 
fluid  in  the  reverse  direction  under  a 
continuing  contract(s)  with  The 
Ironsides  Co.,  of  Columbus,  OH. 

(Hearing  site:  Columbus,  OH.) 

MC  150555F,  filed  April  8, 1980. 
Applicant:  BRANNOCK’S  BUS 
SERVICE,  INC.,  6  Maryland  Avenue, 
Pasadena,  MD  21122.  Representative: 
Steven  L.  Weiman,  Gimmel  &  Weiman, 
Suite  145, 4  Professional  Drive, 
Gaithersburg,  MD  20760.  Transporting: 
Passengers  and  their  baggage  in  round- 
trip  charter  and  in  special  operations 
beginning  and  ending  at  Anne  Arundel 
County,  Baltimore,  MD  and  points  in  MD 
and  extending  to  points  in  the  U.S. 
(including  AK  but  excluding  HI). 

MC  150563,  filed  April  18, 1980. 
Applicant:  SUNBELT  EXPRESS,  INC., 
909  South  Powell  Street,  Springdale,  AR 
72764.  Representative:  John  C.  Everett, 
140  E.  Buchanan,  P.O.  Box  A,  Prairie 
Grove,  AR  72753.  Transporting:  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by 
department,  drug  and  grocery  stores 
(except  in  bulk):  between  Lawton,  MI; 
Northeast,  PA;  Westfield,  NY;  and 
points  in  AR,  MO,  LA.  MS,  TN,  TX,  OK, 
KS,  NE.  IA,  NM,  AL,  KY,  and  IL. 


(Hearing  site:  Westfield,  NY  or  Little 
Rock,  AR.) 

MC  150565  (Sub-lF),  filed  April  18, 
1980.  Applicant:  SUNBELT  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  909  South  Powell  Street, 

Springdale,  AR  72764.  Representative: 
John  C.  Everett,  140  E.  Buchanan,  P.O. 
Box  A,  Prairie  Grove,  AR  72753. 
Transporting:  such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  by  department,  drug  and 
grocery  stores  (except  in  bulk),  between 
Bentonville,  AR,  and  points  in  AL,  AR, 
MO,  IN.  KY,  TN,  MS,  LA,  TX,  OK,  and 
KS  restricted  to  traffic  originating  at  or 
destined  to  the  facilities  of  Wal-Mart 
Stores,  Inc.  (Hearing  site:  Bentonville, 

AR  or  Little  Rock,  AR.) 

MC  150565  (Sub-2F),  filed  April  18, 
1980.  Applicant:  SUNBELT  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  909  South  Powell  Street, 

Springdale,  AR  72764.  Representative: 
John  C.  Everett,  140  E.  Buchanan,  P.O. 
Box  A,  Prairie  Grove,  AR  72753. 
Transporting:  such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  by  department,  drug  and 
grocery  stores  (except  in  bulk):  from  the 
facilities  of  Allen  Canning  Co.,  in  (a) 
Benton  and  Washington  Counties,  AR, 
(b)  Alma,  Ft.  Smith,  and  Van  Buren,  AR, 
and  Stigler  (c)  Westville,  OK,  and  (d) 
Moorehead,  MS,  to  points  in  the  U.S. 
(except  AK  and  HI.)  (Hearing  site: 
Siloam  Springs,  AR  or  Little  Rock,  AR.) 

Volume  No.  219 

Decided:  June  13, 1980. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  Number 
2,  Members  Chandler,  Eaton  and  Liberman. 

MC  4405  (Sub-626F),  filed  May  7, 198a 
Applicant:  DEALERS  TRANSIT,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  23a  Tulsa.  OK  74101. 
Representative:  Michael  E.  Miller,  502 
First  National  Bank  Bldg.,  Fargo,  ND 
58126.  Transporting  trailers  and  trailer 
chassis  (except  those  designed  to  be 
drawn  by  passenger  automobiles)  in 
initial  movements,  in  truckaway  service, 
from  Tishomingo,  MS,  to  points  in  the 
U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI).  (Hearing  site: 
Memphis,  TN.) 

MC  4405  (Sub-627F),  filed  May  7, 1980. 
Applicant:  DEALERS  TRANSIT,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  236,  Tulsa,  OK  74101. 
Representative:  Thomas  J.  Van  Osdel, 
502  National  Bank  Bldg.,  Fargo,  ND 
58126.  Transporting  (1)  trailers  designed 
to  be  drawn  by  passenger  automobiles 
(except  travel  trailers  and  camping 
trailers),  and  (2)  buildings,  complete  or 
in  sections,  mounted  on  wheeled 
undercarriages,  in  initial  movements, 
from  points  in  TX,  to  points  in  the  U.S. 
(except  AK  and  HI).  (Hearing  site: 
Dallas,  TX.) 

MC  8515  (Sub-39F),  filed  May  5, 1980. 
Applicant:  TOBLER  TRANSFER,  INC., 
Junction  Interstate  80  and  Illinois  89, 


Spring  Valley,  IL  61362.  Representative: 
Leonard  R.  Kofkin,  39  South  LaSalle 
Street,  Chicago,  IL  60603.  Transporting: 
(1)  Alcoholic  liquors  (except  in  bulk), 
and  (2)  materials  and  supplies  used  in 
the  production  of  alcoholic  liquors 
(except  in  bulk),  between  points  in  AR, 
IL,  KY,  and  LA,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  AR,  IL,  KY,  LA,  MT, 
WY.  CO,  NM,  AZ,  CA,  TX,  OK,  KS,  NE, 
SD,  ND,  MN,  IA.  MO,  WI,  TN,  MS,  AL, 
FL,  GA,  SC,  NC.  WV.  PA,  NY,  OH.  IN, 
and  MI.  (Hearing  site:  Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  8515  (Sub-39F),  filed  May  5, 1980. 
Applicant:  TOBLER  TRANSFER,  INC., 
Junction  Interstate  80  and  Illinois  89, 
Spring  Valley,  IL  61362.  Representative: 
Leonard  R.  Kofkin,  39  South  LaSalle 
Street,  Chicago,  IL  60603.  Transporting: 
(1)  Alcoholic  liquors  (except  in  bulk), 
and  (2)  materials  and  supplies  used  in 
the  production  of  alcoholic  liquors 
(except  in  bulk),  between  points  in  AR, 
IL,  KY,  and  LA,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  AR,  IL,  KY,  LA,  MT, 
WY,  CO,  NM,  AZ,  CA.  TX,  OK.  KS,  NE, 
SD,  ND,  MN,  IA,  MO.  WI.  TN,  MS,  AL. 
FL,  GA,  SC,  NC,  WV,  PA,  NY,  OH,  IN, 
and  MI.  (Hearing  site:  Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  50935  (Sub-32F),  filed  May  5, 1980. 
Applicant  WOLVERINE  TRUCKING 
COMPANY,  a  corporation,  1020  Doris 
Rd.,  Pontiac,  MI  48057.  Representative: 
Robert  E.  McFarland,  999  West  Big 
Beaver  Rd.,  Suite  1002,  Troy,  MI  48084. 
Transporting  malt  beverages,  from 
Detroit,  MI,  and  Perrysburg,  OH,  to 
points  in  GA.  (Hearing  site:  Detroit  or 
Lansing,  MI.) 

MC  52704  (Sub-270F),  filed  May  7, 
1980.  Applicant:  GLENN  McCLENDON 
TRUCKING  COMPANY,  INC.,  P.O. 
Drawer  “H”,  LaFayette,  AL  36862. 
Representative:  Archie  B.  Culbreth, 

Suite  202,  2200  Century  Parkway, 
Atlanta,  GA  30345.  Transporting  (1) 
vegetable  oils  (except  in  bulk),  from  the 
facilities  of  Lou  Ana  Foods,  Inc.,  at  or 
near  Opelousas,  LA,  to  those  points  in 
the  U.S.  in  and  east  of  MN,  IA,  NE,  KS, 
OK,  and  TX,  and  (2)  materials, 
equipment,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  of 
vegetable  oils  (except  in  bulk),  in  the 
reverse  direction.  (Hearing  site:  Atlanta, 
GA.) 

MC  52704  (Sub-271F),  filed  May  8, 
1980.  Applicant:  GLENN  McCLENDON 
TRUCKING  COMPANY.  INC.,  P.O. 
Drawer  “H”,  LaFayette,  AL  36862. 
Representative:  Archie  B.  Culbreth, 
Suite  202,  2200  Century  Parkway, 
Atlanta,  GA  30345.  Transporting  (1) 
expanded  plastic  articles,  from  the 
facilties  of  Life  Like  Products,  Inc.,  at  or 
near  (a)  Baltimore,  MD,  (b)  Miami,  FL, 
(c)  Los  Angeles  and  Oakland,  CA,  (d) 
Mansfield,  TX,  and  (e)  Waukegan,  IL,  to 
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points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI), 
and  (2)  materials,  equipment,  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  of  plastic  articles  (except  in 
bulk),  in  the  reverse  direction.  (Hearing 
site:  Atlanta,  GA.) 

MC  52704  (Sub-272F),  filed  May  7, 

1980.  Applicant:  GLENN  McCLENDON 
TRUCKING  COMPANY,  INC.,  P.O. 
Drawer  “H",  LaFayette,  AL  36862. 
Representatives:  Archie  B.  Culbreth  and 
John  P.  Tucker,  Jr.,  Archie  B.  Culbreth,  P. 
C.,  Suite  202,  2200  Century  Parkway, 
Atlanta,  GA  30345.  Transporting  general 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  the  use  of  special 
equipment),  between  points  in  the  U.S. 
(except  AK  and  HI),  restricted  to  the 
traffic  originating  at  or  destined  to  the 
facilities  of  Union  Camp  Corporation. 
(Hearing  site:  Atlanta,  GA.) 

MC  97394  (Sub-30F),  filed  May  5, 1980. 
Applicant:  BOWLING  GREEN 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  13303, 
Louisville,  KY  40213.  Representative: 
Henry  E.  Seaton,  929  Pennsylvania  Bldg., 
425  13th  St.,  NW,  Washington,  DC  20004. 
Transporting:  general  commodities 
(except  those  of  unusual  value,  classes 
A  and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment),  between  points  in 
KY,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  AR.  (Hearing  site:  Little  Rock, 
AR.) 

Note. — Applicant  intends  to  tack  with 
existing  regular-route  authority  at  Bowling 
Green,  Louisville,  and  Owensboro,  KY. 

MC  105045  (Sub-148F),  filed  May  1, 
1980.  Applicant:  R.  L.  JEFFRIES 
TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  1020 
Pennsylvania  St.,  Evansville,  IN  47701. 
Representative:  Richard  C.  McGinnis, 

711  Washington  Bldg.,  Washington,  DC 
20005.  Transporting:  (1)  iron  and  steel 
articles,  (a)  from  the  facilities  of 
Atlantic  Steel  Company,  at  or  near 
Cartersville,  GA,  to  points  in  the  U.S. 
(except  AK,  HI,  and  Hannibal,  MO),  and 
(b)  from  the  facilities  of  Atlantic  Steel 
Company,  at  or  near  Atlanta,  GA,  to 
points  in  AZ,  CA,  CO,  ID,  IA,  KS,  MN, 
MT,  ME,  NV,  NM,  ND,  OK,  OR,  RI,  SD, 
TN,  UT,  WA,  WI,  and  WY;  (2)  (a)  iron 
and  steel  articles,  and  (b)  steel 
buildings,  knocked-down  or  in  sections, 
and  parts  for  steel  buildings,  from  the 
facilities  of  Atlantic  Building  Systems, 
Inc.,  at  or  near  Tallapoosa,  GA,  to  points 
in  AZ,  CA,  CO,  ID,  IA,  KS,  MN,  MT,  ME, 
NV,  NM,  ND,  OK,  OR,  RI,  SD,  TN,  UT, 
WA,  WI,  and  WY;  and  (3)  steel 
buildings,  knocked-down  or  in  sections, 
and  parts  for  steel  buildings,  from  the 


facilities  of  Atlantic  Building  Systems, 
Inc.,  at  or  near  Hannibal,  MO,  to  points 
in  the  U.S.  (except  AL,  AK,  GA,  HI,  IA, 

IL,  IN,  KY,  LA,  MI,  MN,  KS,  OH,  OK,  TN, 
TX,  WI,  and  WV).  (Hearing  site: 
Washington,  DC.) 

MC  105045  (Sub-149F),  filed  May  5, 
1980.  Applicant:  R.  L.  JEFFRIES 
TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  1020 
Pennsylvania  Street,  Evansville,  IN 
47701.  Representative:  Paul  F.  Sullivan, 
711  Washington  Building,  Washington, 
DC  20005.  Transporting  fabricated  steel 
articles,  from  the  facilities  of  Cobb 
Industries,  at  Scottsville,  TX,  to  points  in 
the  U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI).  (Hearing 
site:  Dallas,  TX.) 

MC  107445  (Sub-34F),  filed  May  1, 

1980.  Applicant:  UNDERWOOD 
MACHINERY  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  940 
W.  Troy  Avenue,  Indianapolis,  IN  46203. 
Representative:  Alki  E.  Scopelitis,  1301 
Merchants  Plaza,  Indianapolis,  IN  46204. 
Transporting  machinery  and  parts  for 
machinery  between  the  facilities  of 
Hurco  Manufacturing  Company,  Inc.,  at 
Indianapolis,  IN,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  the  U.S., 

(including  AK  but  excluding  HI). 
(Hearing  site:  Indianapolis,  IN  or 
Chicago,  IL.)  '  . 

MC  107445  (Sub-35F),  filed  May  7, 

1980.  Applicant:  UNDERWOOD 
MACHINERY  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  940 
West  Troy  Avenue,  Indianapolis,  IN 
46225.  Representative:  K.  Clay  Smith, 
P.O.  Box  33051,  Indianapolis,  IN  46203. 
Transporting  photocuring  reproduction 
systems,  machinery  and  parts  for 
machinery,  from  the  facilities  of  Union 
Carbide  Corporation,  at  or  near 
Indianapolis,  IN,  to  points  in  the  U.S. 
(including  AK  but  excluding  HI), 
restricted  to  traffic  originating  at  the 
named  origin  facilities.  (Hearing  site: 
Indianapolis,  IN  or  Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  107445  (Sub-36F),  filed  May  5, 
1980.  Applicant:  UNDERWOOD 
MACHINERY  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  940 
W.  Troy  Ave.,  Indianapolis,  IN  46203, 
Representative:  Alki  E.  Scopelitis,  1301 
Merchants  Plaza,  Indianapolis,  IN  46204. 
Transporting:  machinery,  and  materials, 
equipment,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  of 
machinery,  between  the  facilities  of 
Koenig  &  Bauer/Egenolf  Machine,  Inc., 
at  Indianapolis,  IN,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  U.S. 
(including  AK,  but  excluding  HI). 
(Hearing  site:  Indianapolis,  IN.) 

MC  1104045  (Sub-565),  filed  May  6, 
1980.  Applicant:  TRANS-COLD 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  61228,  Dallas, 
TX  75261.  Representative:  Arnold  L. 
Burke,  180  North  LaSalle  Street, 
Chicago,  IL  60601.  Transporting:  com 
products,  in  bulk,  from  Keokuk,  IA,  to 


points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI). 
(Hearing  site:  Des  Moines,  IA.) 

MC  114045  (Sub-567F),  filed  May  2, 
1980.  Applicant:  TRANS-COLD 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  61228,  Dallas, 
TX  75261.  Representative:  J.B.  Stuart 
(same  address  as  applicant). 

Transporting  building,  roofing  and 
sheathing  paper,  from  Norristown,  PA, 
to  Corpus  Christi,  Grand  Prairie, 

Houston,  Lone  Star,  Odessa,  Pearland, 
and  Uvalde,  TX.  (Hearing  site: 
Philadelphia,  PA.) 

MC  116915  (Sub-llOF),  filed  May  6, 
1980.  Applicant:  ECK  MILLER 
TRANSPORTATION  CGRP.,  Rt.  NO.  1, 
Box  248  Rockport,  In  47635. 
Representative:  Fred  F.  Bradley,  P.O. 

Box  773  Frankfort,  KY  40602. 
Transporting:  (1)  brickettes  and  panels, 
and  (2)  materials  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  brickettes  and  panels 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  between 
the  facilities  of  ORBCO,  Inc.,  at  or  near 
Owensboro,  KY,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  the  U.S.  (except 
AK  and  HI).  (Hearing  site:  Louisville, 

KY,  or  Cincinnati,  OH.) 

MC  118535  (Sub-150F),  filed  May  5, 
1980.  Applicant:  TIONA  TRUCK  LINE, 
INC.,  102  West  Ohio,  Butler,  MO  64730. 
Representative:  Jim  Tiona,  Jr.  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Transporting: 
hides  and  hide  trimmings,  between 
Butler,  MO,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  AL,  AR,  AZ,  CO,  IA,  IL, 
IN,  KS,  KY,  LA,  MI,  MN,  MS,  ND,  NE, 
NM,  OH.  OK,  SD,  TN,  TX,  WI,  and  WY. 
(Hearing  site:  Kansas  City,  MO.) 

MC  119774  (Sub-109F),  filed  May  2. 
1980.  Applicant:  EAGLE  TRUCKING 
COMPANY,  a  corporation,  P.O.  Box  471, 
Kilgore,  TX  75662.  Representative: 
Bernard  H.  English,  6270  Firth  Road,  Fort 
Worth,  TX  76116.  Transporting:  (1) 
commodities  which  because  of  size  or 
weight  require  the  use  of  special 
equipment,  (2)  self  propelled  articles, 
each  weighing  15,000  pounds  or  more, 
and  (3)  metal  articles,  between  points  in 
AL,  AZ,  AR,  CO,  FL,  GA,  IL,  IN,  KS,  KY, 
LA,  MS,  MT,  NM,  NV,  ND,  OK,  SD,  TN, 
TX,  UT,  and  WY.  (Hearing  site:  Dallas 
or  Fort  Worth,  TX.) 

MC  119974  (Sub-94F),  filed  May  2, 

1980.  Applicant:  L.  C.  L.  TRANSIT 
COMPANY,  a  Corporation,  949  Advance 
St.,  Green  Bay,  WI  54304. 

Representative:  L.  FL.  Abel,  P.O.  Box 
949,  Green  Bay,  WI  54305.  Transporting: 
corn  products,  and  blends  of  com 
products,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
the  facilities  of  Clinton  Com  Processing 
Company,  at  Clinton,  IA,  to  points  in  the 
U.S.  (except  AK,  HI,  IL,  IN,  KY,  MI,  MN, 
MO,  NE,  NY.  OH,  PA,  TN,  and  WI). 
(Hearing  site:  Chicago,  IL,  or 
Washington,  DC.) 
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MC 123885  (Sub-35F),  filed  May  7, 

1980.  Applicant:  C  &  R  TRANSFER,  CO., 
a  Corporation,  P.O.  Box  1010,  Rapid 
City,  SD  57701  Representative:  J. 

Maurice  Andren,  1734  Sheridan  Lake 
Rd.,  Rapid  City,  SD  57701.  Transporting: 
scrap,  waste,  and  recyclable  materials, 
from  points  in  Pennington  County,  SD,  to 
points  in  IA,  KS,  NE,  ND.  TX,  UT,  WI, 
and  WY.  (Hearing  site:  Rapid  City,  SD.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  135684  (Sub-IOOF],  filed  May  7, 
1980.  Applicant:  BASS 
TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  INC.,  P.O. 

Box  391,  Flemington,  NJ  08822. 
Representative:  Herbert  Alan  Dubin,  818 
Connecticut  Ave.,  NW,  Washington,  DC 
20006.  Transporting:  (1)  chemicals  and 
plastic  materials,  and  (2)  materials, 
supplies,  and  equipment  used  in  the 
manufacture,  sale,  and  distribution  of 
chemicals  and  plastic  materials, 
between  points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK 
and  HI),  restricted  to  traffic  originating 
at  or  destined  to  the  facilities  of  Amoco 
Chemicals  Corporation.  (Hearing  site: 
Washington  DC  or  Newark,  NJ.) 

MC  135684  (Sub-lOlF),  filed  May  2, 
1980.  Applicant:  BASS 
TRANSPORTATION  CO..  INC.,  P.O. 

Box  391,  Old  Croton  Road,  Flemington, 
NJ  08822.  Representative:  Herbert  Alan 
Dubin,  818  Connecticut  Ave.,  N.W., 
Washington,  DC  20006.  Transporting: 
such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by 
retail  chain  grocery  and  food  business 
houses  (except  commodities  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles),  from  the  facilities  used 
by  Lever  Brothers  Company  at  or  near 
(a)  Chicago,  IL,  and  (b)  Hammond,  IN,  to 
Minneapolis,  MN,  Denver,  CO,  St.  Louis 
and  Kansas  City,  MO,  New  Orleans,  LA, 
Baltimore,  MD,  Dallas  and  Houston,  TX, 
Providence,  RI,  and  points  in  PA,  OH, 
NY,  NJ,  MI,  and  WI.  (Hearing  site: 
Washington,  DC  or  Newark,  NJ.) 

MC  136545  (Sub-32F),  filed  May  8, 
1980.  Applicant:  NUSSBERGER  BROS. 
TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  929  Railroad  St., 
Prentice,  WI  54556.  Representative: 
Richard  A.  Westley,  4506  Regent  Street, 
Suite  100,  Madison,  WI  53705. 
Transporting:  (a)  furnaces,  stoves,  and 
furnace  and  stove  cores;  (b)  camper 
accessories;  and  (c)  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies  used  in  the 
production  and  distribution  of  the 
commodities  in  (a)  and  (b)  above, 
between  the  facilities  of  Right  Way  Mfg. 
Corp.,  at  or  near  Owen,  WI  on  the  one 
hand  and,  on  the  other  hand,,  points  in 
the  U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI),  restricted 
to  traffic  originating  at  and  destined  to 
the  indicated  points.  (Hearing  site:  (1) 
Milwaukee,  WI;  and  (2)  Minneapolis, 
MN.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 


MC  138614  (Sub-2F),  filed  May  1, 1980. 
Applicant:  NEW  TRUCKING,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  307,  Whitley  City,  KY  42653. 
Representative:  William  L.  Willis,  708 
McClure  Building,  Frankfort,  KY  40601. 
Transporting  (1)  sleeping  bags,  from 
points  in  McCreary  County,  KY,  and 
Pink  Hill,  NC,  to  points  in  the  U.S. 
(except  AK  and  HI);  and  (2)  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  of  sleeping 
bags  in  the  reverse  direction.  (Hearing 
site:  Lexington  or  Frankfort,  KY.) 

MC  139294  (Sub-5F),  filed  May  7, 1980. 
Applicant:  H.T.L.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  122, 
Fairfield,  AL  35064.  Representative: 
Robert  E.  Tate,  P.O.  Box  517,  Evergreen, 
AL  36401.  Transporting:  (1)  steel  and 
steel  products,  from  the  facilities  of 
Hanna  Steel  Corporation  at  Fairfield 
and  Gadsden,  AL,  and  the  facilities  of 
Republic  Steel  Corporation  at  Gadsden, 
AL,  to  points  in  AL,  AR,  FL,  GA,  KY,  LA, 

MS,  MO,  NC,  OK,  SC,  TN.  TX.  VA,  and 
WV;  and  (2)  equipment,  materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  processing  of  steel 
and  steel  products  (except  commodities 
in  bulk),  in  the  reverse  direction. 
(Hearing  site:  Birmingham,  AL  or 
Atlanta,  GA.) 

Note.— Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  140024  (Sub-190F),  filed  May  2, 
1980.  Applicant:  J.  B.  MONTGOMERY, 
INC.,  5565  East  52nd  Avenue,  Commerce 
City,  CO  80022.  Representative:  Don  L 
Bryce  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting:  honeycomb  cellular 
products,  from  Englewood,  CO,  to  Two 
Rivers,  WI.  (Hearing  site:  Denver,  CO.) 

MC  140635  (Sub-28),  filed  May  2, 1980. 
Applicant:  ADAMS  LINES,  INC.,  2619  N 
Street,  Omaha,  NE  68107. 
Representative:  John  L.  Homung  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Transporting 
general  commodities  (except  those  of 
unusual  value,  classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  commodities  in 
bulk,  and  those  requiring  special 
equipment),  from  points  in  MA,  NH,  NY, 
PA,  and  VT  to  points  in  the  U.S.  (except 
AK,  CT,  DC,  DE,  HI,  ME,  MD,  MA,  NH, 

NJ,  NY,  PA,  RI,  VT,  VA,  and  WV), 
restricted  to  traffic  originating  at  the 
facilities  of  New  England  Shipping 
Association  Co-operative  or  its 
members  in  the  origin  territory  and 
destined  to  the  indicated  destinations. 
(Hearing  site:  Boston,  MA  or 
Washington,  DC.) 

MC  141804  (Sub-419F),  filed  May  18, 
1980.  Applicant:  WESTERN  EXPRESS, 
DIVISION  OF  INTERSTATE  RENTAL, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  3488,  Ontario,  CA  91761. 
Representative:  Frederick  J.  Coffman 
(same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  foodstuffs  and  materials, 


equipment,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  products  of  foodstuffs, 
between  points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK 
and  HI),  restricted  to  traffic  originating 
at  or  destined  to  the  facilities  of  General 
Mills,  Inc.  (Hearing  site:  Los  Angeles, 
CA.) 

MC  141804  (Sub-420F),  filed  May  5. 
1980.  Applicant:  WESTERN  EXPRESS, 
DIVISION,  of  Interstate  Rental,  Inc., 

P.O.  Box  3488,  Ontario,  CA  91761. 
Representative:  Frederick  J.  Coffman 
(same  as  applicant).  Transporting 
electrical  sending-receiving  and 
recording  equipment,  calculators, 
computing  machines,  television  games 
and  electronic  toys,  from  Edison,  NJ,  to 
Richmond  and  Ronoake,  VA,  and 
Atlanta,  GA.  (Hearing  site:  Los  Angeles, 
CA.) 

MC  141804  (Sub-42lF),  filed  May  2, 
1980.  Applicant:  WESTERN  EXPRESS, 
DIVISION,  of  Interstate  Rental,  Inc., 

P.O.  Box  3488,  Ontario,  CA  91761. 
Representative:  Frederick  J.  Coffman 
(same  as  applicant).  Transporting 
welders  and  parts  for  welders,  from 
Appleton,  WI,  to  those  points  in  the  U;S. 
in  and  east  of  MN,  IA,  MO,  AR  and  LA 
(except  WI).  (Hearing  site:  Los  Angeles, 
CA.) 

MC  141804  (Sub-422F),  filed  May  5, 
1980.  Applicant:  WESTERN  EXPRESS, 
DIVISION,  of  Interstate  Rental,  Inc., 

P.O.  Box  3488,  Ontario,  CA  91761. 
Representative:  Frederick  J.  Coffman 
(same  as  applicant).  Transporting 
motorcycle  parts  and  accessories, 
between  points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK, 
CT,  and  HI).  (Hearing  site:  Los  Angeles, 
CA.) 

MC  142364  (Sub-33F),  filed  May  5, 

1980.  Applicant:  KENNETH  SAGELY, 
d.b.a.  SAGELY  PRODUCE,  P.O.  Box  368, 
Van  Buren,  AR  72956.  Representative: 
Don  Garrison,  P.O.  Box  1065, 
Fayetteville,  AR  72701.  Transporting 
cardboard  sheets,  from  points  in  TN  and 
TX,  to  the  facilities  of  West- Ark 
Specialties,  Inc,  at  or  near  Ft.  Smith,  AR. 
(Hearing  site:  Ft.  Smith,  AR.) 

MC  142664  (Sub-7F),  filed  May  1, 1980. 
Applicant:  IMPORT  DEALERS  SERVICE 
CORPORATION,  2222  East  Sepulveda 
Blvd.,  Carson,  CA  90744.  Representative: 
William  P.  Jackson,  Jr.,  3426  N. 
Washington  Blvd.,  P.O.  Box  1240, 
Arlington,  VA  22210.  Transporting  (1) 
trucks,  tractors,  and  buses,  (2)  chassis 
for  trucks,  tractors,  and  buses,  and  (3) 
parts  and  accessories  for  the 
commodities  in  (1)  and  (2)  above,  in 
mixed  loads  with  those  commodities, 
between  Los  Angeles  and  Oakland,  CA, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  WA,  OR,  CA,  NV,  MT.  ID,  WY, 
CO,  UT,  AZ,  NM,  and  El  Paso,  TX. 
(Hearing  site:  Los  Angeles,  CA.) 
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MC 143394  (Sub-7F).  filed  May  0, 1980. 
Applicant:  GENIE  TRUCKING  LINE, 

INC.,  70  Carlisle  Springs  Rd.,  P.O.  Box 
840,  Carlisle,  PA  17013.  Representative: 

G.  Kenneth  Bishop  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Transporting  general 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment),  from 
points  in  N)  and  those  in  PA  on  and  east 
of  U.S.  Hwy  15,  to  points  in  NC,  SC,  GA, 
FL,  TN,  AL,  MS,  LA,  and  TX.  Condition: 
The  person  or  persons  who  appear  to  be 
engaged  in  common  control  of  applicant 
and  another  regulated  carrier  must 
either  file  an  application  for  approval  of 
common  control  under  49  U.S.C.  11343, 
or  submit  an  affidavit  indicating  why 
such  approval  is  unnecessary.  (Hearing 
site:  Philadelphia,  PA  or  Washinton, 

DC.) 

MC  143775  (Sub-148F),  filed  May  5, 
1980.  Applicant:  PAUL  YATES,  INC., 

6601  West  Orangewood,  Glendale,  A Z 
65301.  Representative:  Michael  R.  Burke 
(same  address  as  applicant). 

Transporting  (1)  plastic  articles,  and  (2) 
materials,  equipment  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  of  plastic  articles 
(except  in  bulk),  between  points  in  the 
U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI),  restricted  to 
traffic  originating  at  or  destined  to  the 
facilities  of  Mobile  Chemical  Company, 
Plastics  Division.  (Hearing  site: 
Washington,  DC.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  143775  (Sub-152F),  filed  May  5, 
1980.  Applicant:  PAUL  YATES,  INC., 

6601  W.  Orangewood,  Glendale,  AZ 
85301.  Representative:  Michael  R.  Burke 
(same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  truck  bodies,  from 
Chattanooga,  TN,  to  Phoenix,  AZ 
(Hearing  site:  Phoenix,  AZ,  or  Los 
Angeles,  CA.). 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  144434  (Sub-2F),  filed  May  1, 1980. 
Applicant:  APOLLO  TRUCKING,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  350,  2712  Bertwynn  Drive, 
Dayton,  OH  45439.  Representative: 

James  Duvall,  P.O.  Box  97,  220  West 
Bridge  Street,  Dublin,  OH  43017. 
Transporting  (1)  corn  products,  in  bulk, 
between  the  facilities  of  Cargill,  Inc.,  at 
or  near  Dayton,  OH,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  CT,  DE,  IL, 
IN,  KY.  ME,  MD,  MA.  MI,  NH,  NJ,  NY. 

NC.  OH,  PA,  RI.  TN,  VT,  VA,  WV,  and 
DC,  and  (2)  coal,  in  bulk,  from  points  in 
IL,  IN.  KY.  OH  and  WV,  to  Dayton,  OH. 
(Hearing  site:  Columbus,  OR) 

MC  145274  (Sub-6F),  filed  May  5, 1980. 
Applicant:  SERVICEWAY  MOTOR 
FREIGHT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  243,  Alcoa,  TN 
37701.  Representative:  John  G. 
Hardeman,  618  United  American  Bank 


Bldg.,  Nashville,  TN  37219.  Transporting 
(1)  ground  clay,  crude  clay,  and  floor 
'sweeping  compounds  (except  in  bulk), 
and  (2)  materials,  equipment,  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture,  sale, 
and  distribution  of  the  commodities  in 
(1)  above,  (except  in  bulk),  between  the 
facilities  of  Mahan,  Inc.,  at  or  near 
Middleton,  TN,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  KY,  VA,  NC,  SC,  GA, 
AL,  MS,  LA,  AR,  OK,  and  TX.  (Hearing 
site:  Nashville,  or  Memphis,  TN.) 

MC  145935  (Sub-7F),  filed  May  5, 1980. 
Applicant:  All.  STATES 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  Rt.  1,  Box  27, 
Fort  Worth,  TX  76179.  Representative: 
Harry  F.  Horak,  Suite  115,  5001 
Brentwood  Stair  Rd.,  Fort  Worth,  TX 
76112.  Transporting  (1)  insulation  and 
adhesives,  and  (2)  materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  installation  of  the 
commodities  in  (1)  above  (except  in 
bulk),  from  Waco  and  Chilton,  TX,  to 
points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI). 
(Heading  site:  Forth  Worth  or  Waco, 

TX.) 

MC  145955  (Sub-6F),  filed  May  5, 1980. 
Applicant:  CENTRAL  TRUCK  SERVICE, 
INC.,  4440  Buckingham  Avenue,  Omaha, 
NE  68107.  Representative:  Arlyn  L. 
Westergren,  Suite  106,  7101  Mercy  Road 
Omaha,  NE  68106.  Transporting:  such  • 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by  retail 
chain  grocery  and  food  business  houses 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  from 
Chicago,  IL,  to  points  in  CO,  LA,  KS,  MO, 
NE,  and  SD.  (Hearing  site:  Chicago,  IL  or 
Omaha,  NE.) 

Notes — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  145955  (Sub-7F),  filed  May  5, 1980. 
Applicant:  CENTRAL  TRUCK  SERVICE, 
INC.,  4440  Buckingham  Avenue,  Omaha, 
NE  68107.  Representative:  Arlyn  L 
Westergren,  Suite  106,  7101  Mercy  Road 
Omaha,  NE  68106.  Transporting  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by  grocery 
and  food  business  houses  (except 
commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles), 
from  Chicago,  IL,  to  points  in  LA,  KS, 

MN,  MO,  NE,  those  in  SD  on  and  south 
of  U.S.  Hwy  212,  and  Denver,  Colorado 
Springs,  and  Grand  Junction,  CO. 
(Hearing  site:  Chicago,  EL  or  Omaha, 

NE. ) 

MC  147074  (Sub-14F),  filed  May  5. 

1980.  Applicant:  E  Z  FREIGHT  LINES,  a 
corporation,  70  Gould  Street,  Bayonne, 

NJ  07002.  Representative:  Robert  B. 
Pepper  168  Woodbridge  Avenue 
Highland  Park,  NJ  08904.  Transporting 
aluminum  extrusions,  aluminum  billets 
and  aluminum  ingots,  (1)  From 
Coldwater,  MI,  to  New  Brunswick,  NJ. 
and  Winton  and  Burlington,  NC,  and  (2) 
From  Winton  and  Burlington,  NC,  to 
points  in  DE,  IN,  MD,  MI,  NJ,  KY,  OH, 
PA,  VA,  and  WV.  (Hearing  site:  Newark, 
NJ.) 


MC  147074  (Sub-15F).  filed  May  2, 

1980.  Applicant:  E  Z  FREIGHT  LINES,  a 
corporation,  70  Gould  Street  Bayonne, 

NJ  07002.  Representative:  Robert  B. 
Pepper  168  Woodbridge  Avenue 
Highland  Park,  NJ  08904.  Transporting 
(1)  wiping  cloths,  cotton  sweepings,  and 
cotton  piece  goods,  between  Dunellen 
and  New  Brunswick,  NJ,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  AL, 

CA,  CT,  GA,  IL,  IN,  MA.  MI,  NY,  OH, 

PA,  SC,  VA,  and  WV,  and  (2)  cigars, 
snuff,  and  tobacco  from  Helmetta,  NJ,  to 
Charlotte,  NC,  and  Weeling,  WV. 
(Hearing  site:  Newark,  NJ.) 

MC  148035  (Sub-6F),  filed  May  6, 1980. 
Applicant:  QUANDT  TRANSPORT 
SERVICE,  INC.,  2606  North  11th  Street 
Omaha,  NE  68110.  Representative:  Arlyn 
L.  Westergren,  Suite  106,  7101  Mercy 
Road,  Omaha,  NE  68106.  Transporting: 
fuels  and  denatured  alcohol,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  (1)  between  Omaha,  NE, 
and  Rockpoh,  MO,  and,  (2)  from 
RoCkport,  MO,  to  Auburn,  NE.  (Hearing 
site:  Kansas  City,  MO  or  Omaha,  NE.) 

MC  150294  (Sub-lF),  filed  May  8, 1980. 
Applicant:  HAROLD  A.  CORBIN,  Rural 
Route  No.  2,  Manhattan,  IL  60442. 
Representative:  Abraham  A.  Diamond, 

29  South  La  Salle  Street,  Chicago,  IL 
60603.  Transporting  equipment, 
materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
construction,  relocation,  maintenance  or 
repair  of  pipe  lines,  pipe  line  facilities  or 
refineries,  between  the  facilities  of  W.  E. 
Hancock,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Joliet,  IL,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  those  points 
in  the  U.S.  in  and  east  of  MT,  WY,  CO, 
and  NM.  (Hearing  site:  Chicago,  IL) 

MC  94635  (Sub-lOF),  filed  May  2, 1980. 
Applicant:  INTERSTATE  SAND  & 
GRAVEL  TRANSPORTATION,  INC., 

717  Elmer  Street,  Vineland,  NJ  08360. 
Representative:  Terrence  D.  Jones,  2033 
K  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  DC  20006. 
Contract  carrier,  transporting 
commodities  in  bulk,  between  points  in 
CT,  DE,  MA.  ME,  MD,  NH,  NJ,  NY,  OH, 
PA,  RI.  VA,  VT,  WV.  and  DC.  restricted 
to  traffic  originating  at  or  destined  to  the 
facilities  of  Anchor  Hocking  Corporation 
and  its  subsidiaries,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Anchor  Hocking 
Corporation.  (Hearing  site:  Washington, 
DC.) 

MC  113024  (Sub-168F),  filed  May  15, 
1980.  Applicant:  ARLINGTON  J. 
WILLIAMS,  INC.,  1398  So.  DuPont 
Highway,  Smyrna,  DE  19977. 
Representative:  Samuel  W.  Eamshaw, 
833  Washington  Building,  Washington, 
DC  20005.  Contract  carrier,  transporting 
(1)  clothing,  drygoods,  diaper  liners, 
drugs,  and  toilet  articles,  and  (2) 
materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  of  the 
commodities  in  (1)  above,  (except  liquid 
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commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles), 

(a)  between  Dover,  DE,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  CA,  KS,  NE, 
TX,  and  those  in  the  U.S.  in  and  east  of 
MN,  WI,  IL,  MO,  AR.  and  LA,  and  (b) 
between  Camarillo,  CA,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  A Z, 

CO,  NE,  OR,  and  UT,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  International  Playtex, 
Inc.  (Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC.) 

MC 139935  (Sub-5F),  hied  May  8, 1980. 
Applicant:  WOLF  TRUCKING,  INC., 

Ault,  CO  80610.  Representative:  Robert 
C.  Burroughs,  115  Second  Ave.,  Ault,  CO 
80610.  Contract  carrier,  transporting  (1) 
meat  and  meat  by-products,  from 
Torrington,  WY,  and  Burlington,  CO,  to 
Peoria,  IL,  Topeka  and  Fort  Dodge,  KS, 
Muscatine,  LA,  Kankakee,  IL,  York, 
Omaha,  Lincoln,  NE,  Altoona,  PA, 
Jefferson,  WI,  St.  Joseph,  MO,  Los 
Angeles,  CA,  Forest  Grover,  OR,  and 
Denver,  CO,  and  (2)  meat,  animal  by¬ 
products,  green  and  salted  hides  and 
grease,  from  Boxelder,  SD,  to 
Torrington,  WY,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  in  (1)  and  (2)  with  John  Rueb 
Associates,  doing  business  as  BI-PRO 
Co.  (Hearing  site:  Denver,  CO). 

MC  141034  (Sub-7F),  filed  May  5, 1980. 
Applicant:  MARGIN  LEASING,  INC.,  21 
Baltic  Rd.,  Worcester,  MA  01607. 
Representative:  Ronald  I.  Shapss,  450 
Seventh  Ave.,  New  York,  NY  10001. 
Contract  carrier,  transporting  malt 
beverages  and  brewery  supplies, 
between  Merrimack,  NH,  Newark,  NJ, 
and  Syracuse,  NY,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  PA,  NJ,  NY,  CT, 
MA,  RI,  VT,  NH,  and  ME,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Anheuser- 
Busch  Companies  of  St.  Louis,  MO. 
(Hearing  site:  Merrimack,  NH,  or  St. 
Louis,  MO). 

MC  142114  (Sub-llF),  filed  May  6, 

1980.  Applicant:  RETAIL  EXPRESS, 

INC.,  9  Stuart  Rd.,  Chelmsford,  MA 
01824.  Representative:  Frank  M. 
Cushman  Associates,  36  South  Main  St., 
§haron,  MA  02067.  Contract  carrier, 
transporting  petroleum  and  petroleum 
products  (except  in  bulk),  from  points  in 
PA,  to  points  in  NY,  NJ,  CT,  ME,  MA, 

NH,  RI,  and  VT,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Pennzoil  Company. 
(Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  145695  (Sub-3F),  filed  May  8, 1980. 
Applicant:  MAZCO  SYSTEMS,  INC.,  200 
Route  17  South,  Mahwah,  NJ  07430. 
Representative:  Roy  A.  Jacobs,  550 
Mamaroneck  Avenue,  Harrison,  NY 
10528.  Contract  carrier,  transporting 
artificial  kidneys,  dialysate  solution, 
dialysis  treatment  equipment,  and 
dialysis  materials  and  supplies,  from 
Cinnaminson  and  Delran  Townships,  NJ, 
to  Birmingham,  AL,  San  Francisco,  CA, 
or  Orlando,  FL,  Chicago,  IL,  Boston,  MA, 


Charlotte,  NC,  Portland,  OR,  and  El 
Paso,  TX,  under  continuing  contract(s) 
with  Erika,  Inc.,  of  Rockleigh,  NJ. 
(Hearing  site:  New  York,  NY.) 

Volume  No.  227 

Decided:  June  20, 1980. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  Number 
1,  Members  Carleton,  Joyce  and  Jones. 

MC  3114  (Sub-35F),  filed  April  22, 

1980.  Applicant:  T.  H.  COMPTON,  INC., 
R.F.D.  No.  1,  Berkeley  Springs,  WV 
25411.  Representative:  Herbert  Alan 
Dubin,  818  Connecticut  Avenue,  NW, 
Washington,  DC  20006.  Transportating 
Iron  and  steel  articles,  and  machinery 
and  machinery  parts,  from  the  facilities 
of  Commercial  Shearing,  Inc.,  at  (a) 
Benton,  AR,  and  (b)  Kings  Mountain, 

NC,  to  points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK  and 
HI).  (Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  3114  (Sub-37F),  filed  June  3, 1980. 
Applicant:  T.  H.  COMPTON,  INC., 

R.F.D.  No.  1,  Berkeley  Springs,  WV 
25411.  Representative:  Herbert  Alan 
Dubin,  818  Connecticut  Avenue,  NW, 
Washington,  DC  20006.  Transportating: 
Sand,  and  materials,  equipment,  and 
supplies  used  in  the  extraction  and 
distribution  of  sand  between  points  in 
the  U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI).  Restricted 
to  traffic  originating  at  or  destined  to  the 
facilities  of  Pennsylvania  Glass  Sand 
Corporation.  (Hearing  site:  Washington, 
DC.) 

MC  3114  (Sub-38F),  filed  June  4, 1980. 
Applicant:  T.  H.  COMPTON,  INC., 

R.F.D.  No.  1,  Berkeley  Springs,  WV 
25411.  Representative:  Herbert  Alan 
Dubin,  818  Connecticut  Avenue,  NW, 
Washington,  DC  20006.  Transportating 
Clay,  in  bags,  from  the  facilities  of 
Floridin  Company,  a  wholly-owned 
subsidiary  of  Pennsylvania  Glass  Sand, 
at  or  near  (a)  Havana  and  Quincy,  FL, 
and  (b)  Ochlocknee,  GA,  to  points  in 
VA,  WV,  MD,  and  PA.  (Hearing  site: 
Washington,  DC.) 

MC  14215  (Sub-87F),  filed  June  2, 1980. 
Applicant:  SMITH  TRUCK  SERVICE, 
INC.,  1118  Commercial,  Mingo  Junction, 
OH  43938.  Representative:  A.  Charles 
Tell,  100  E.  Broad  St.,  Columbus,  OH 
43215.  Transporting:  sand,  from  Dundee, 
OH,  to  points  in  IL.  (Hearing  site: 
Columbus,  OH.) 

MC  18535  (Sub-70F),  filed  May  19, 
1980.  Applicant:  HICKLIN  MOTOR 
LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  377,  St.  Matthews, 
SC  29135.  Representative:  Carroll  B. 
Jackson,  1810  Vincennes  Road, 
Richmond,  VA  23229.  Transporting 
aggregates,  gravel  and  stone,  between 
points  in  Henderson  County,  NC,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
SC.  (Hearing  site:  Charlotte,  NC,  or 
Washington,  DC.) 


MC  26825  (Sub-48F),  filed  May  30, 

1980.  Applicant:  ANDREWS  VAN 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1609,  Norfolk,  NE 
68701.  Representative:  J.  Max  Harding, 
P.O.  Box  82028,  Lincoln.  NE  68501. 
Transporting  (1)  Insulating  materials, 
from  the  facilities  used  by  Parco,  Inc.,  at 
or  near  Norfolk,  NE,  to  points  in  CO,  LA, 
KS,  MN,  MO,  MT,  ND,  SD,  and  WY,  and 
(2)  Materials,  supplies  and  equipment 
used  in  the  manufacture  and  distribution 
of  insulating  materials  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  points  in  the 
U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI)  to  the  facilities 
of  Parco,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Norfolk,  NE. 
(Hearing  site:  Omaha,  NE.) 

MC  40915  (Sub-52F),  filed  June  2, 1980. 
Applicant:  BOAT  TRANSIT,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  1403,  Newport  Beach,  CA  92663. 
Representative:  John  T.  Wirth,  717 17th 
Street,  Suite  2600,  Denver,  CO  80202. 
Transporting  Pickup  truck  campers, 
from  the  facilities  of  The  Coleman 
Company,  Inc.,  at  Somerset,  PA,  to 
points  in  AZ,  CA,  CO,  ID,  MT,  NV,  NM, 
OR,  UT,  WA,  and  WY.  (Hearing  site: 
Kansas  City,  MO,  or  Wichita,  KS.) 

MC  65475  (Sub-37F),  filed  May  30, 

1980.  Applicant:  JETCO,  INC.,  4701 
Eisenhower  Ave.,  Alexandria,  VA  22304. 
Representative:  J.  G.  Dail,  Jr.,  P.O.  Box 
LL,  McLean,  VA  22304.  Transporting  (1) 
steel  pipe,  from  McKeesport,  PA,  to 
points  in  IN,  KY,  MI,  and  OH,  and  (2) 
commodities  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
steel  pipe,  from  points  in  IN,  KY,  MI, 
and  OH  to  McKeesport,  PA.  (Hearing 
site:  Pittsburgh,  PA.) 

MC  73165  (Sub-514F),  filed  June  3, 

1980.  Applicant:  EAGLE  MOTOR  LINES, 
INC.,  830  North  33rd  Street,  Birmingham, 
AL  35202.  Representative:  R.  Cameron 
Rollins,  P.O.  Box  11086,  Birmingham,  AL 
35202.  Transporting  (1)  iron  and  steel 
articles,  and  (2)  aluminum  articles 
between  the  facilities  of  Kilsby  Tube 
Supply  Company,  at  or  near  Charlotte, 
NC,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI). 
(Hearing  site:  Charlotte,  NC,  or  Atlanta, 
GA.) 

MC  73165  (Sub-515F),  filed  June  3, 

1980.  Applicant:  EAGLE  MOTOR  LINES, 
INC.,  830  North  33rd  Street,  Birmingham, 
AL  35202.  Representative:  R.  Cameron 
Rollins,  P.O.  Box  11086,  Birmingham,  AL 
35202.  Transporting  (1)  iron  and  steel 
articles,  (2)  pipe,  valves,  hydrants, 
fittings  and  accessories  therefor,  and  (3) 
materials,  machinery,  equipment  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  thereof  (except  commodities 
in  bulk)  between  the  facilities  of  Central 
Foundry  at  or  near  South  Fulton,  TN,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  the  U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI).  (Hearing 
site:  Nashville,  TN,  or  Atlanta,  GA.) 
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MC 105045  (Sub-152F),  filed  June  2, 
1980.  Applicant:  R.  L  JEFFRIES 
TRUCKING  CO..  INC.,  1020 
Pennsylvania  Street,  Evansville,  IN 
47701.  Representative:  Paul  F.  Sullivan, 
711  Washington  Building,  Washington, 
DC  20005.  Transporting  (1)  heat 
exchangers  for  air,  gas,  or  liquids;  (2) 
machinery  and  equipment  for  heating, 
cooling,  conditioning,  humidifying, 
dehumidifying,  and  moving  air,  gas  or 
liquids;  and  (3)  parts,  attachments,  and 
accessories  for  use  in  the  installation  or 
operation  of  the  commodities  named  in 
(1)  and  (2)  above,  from  the  facilities  of 
the  Trane  Company,  in  Fayette  County, 
KY,  to  points  in  NC,  SC,  IL,  and  IN. 
(Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  105045  (Sub-153F),  filed  June  5, 
1980.  Applicant:  R.  L  JEFFRIES 
TRUCKING  CO..  INC.,  1020 
Pennsylvania  Street,  Evansville,  IN 
47701.  Representative:  Richard  C. 
McGinnis,  711  Washington  Building, 
Washington,  DC  20005.  Transporting  (1) 
commodities  which,  because  of  size  or 
weight,  require  the  use  of  special 
equipment,  from  the  facilities  of  FMC 
Corp.,  at  or  near  Colmar,  PA,  to  points  in 
the  U.S.  (except  AK,  AL,  AR,  FL,  GA,  HI, 
LA,  IL.  IN,  KS,  KY,  LA.  MI,  MS,  MO,  NE, 
OH.  OK,  TX,  AND  WI).  and  (2) 
materials,  equipment,  and  supplies 
(except  in  bulk),  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  the  commodities 
described  in  (1)  above,  in  the  reverse 
direction.  (Hearing  site:  Philadelphia, 

PA,  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  107295  (Sub-983F),  filed  May  27, 
1980.  Applicant:  PRE-FAB  TRANSIT 
CO.,  a  corporation,  P.O.  Box  146,  Farmer 
City,  IL  61842.  Representative:  Dale  L 
Cox  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  Pipe  and  pipe  fittings, 
couplings,  connections  and  accessories 
(except  (a)  iron  or  steel,  (b)  commodities 
which  because  of  size  and  weight 
require  use  of  special  equipment,  and  (c) 
oilfield  commodities  as  defined  in 
Mercer  Extension — Oil  Field 
Commodities,  74  M.C.C.  459),  from  the 
facilities  of  Armco  Inc.,  at  Bowling 
Green,  OH,  to  points  in  AL,  AR,  CT,  DE, 
FL,  GA,  IL,  IN,  IA,  KS,  KY,  LA,  ME,  MD, 
MA.  MI,  MN,  MS.  MO,  NE,  NH.  NJ,  NY, 
NC,  ND.  OH,  OK,  PA.  RI.  SC,  SD,  TN, 
TX.  VT,  VA,  WV,  WI,  and  DC,  restricted 
to  traffic  originating  at  the  named  origin 
and  destined  to  the  indicated 
destinations.  (Hearing  site:  Columbus, 
OH.) 

MC  107295  (Sub-984F),  filed  June  9, 
1980.  Applicant:  PRE-FAB  TRANSIT 
CO.,  a  corporation,  P.O.  Box  146,  Farmer 
City,  IL  61842.  Representative:  Dale  L. 
Cox  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  Aerospace  ground 
equipment  and  accessories  thereto, 


between  points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK 
and  HI).  (Hearing  site:  Atlanta,  GA.} 

MC  107515  (Sub-1363F),  filed  June  3. 
1980.  Applicant:  REFRIGERATED 
TRANSPORT  CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  308, 
Forest  Park,  GA  30050.  Representative: 
Alan  E.  Serby,  3390  Peachtree  Road, 

N.E.,  5th  Floor-Lenox  Towers  South, 
Atlanta,  GA  30326.  Transporting  Meats, 
meat  products,  meat  by-products  and 
articles  distributed  by  meat-packing 
houses  from  Palestine,  TX,  to  points  in 
AR,  LA,  MS,  IL,  WI,  MN,  IA.  MO,  OK. 

KS,  NE.  ND,  SD,  NM,  CO,  WY,  MT,  ID, 
UT,  AZ,  NV.  OR,  WA,  and  CA.  (Hearing 
site:  Dallas,  TX.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  107515  (Sub-1364F),  filed  June  3. 
1980.  Applicant:  REFRIGERATED 
TRANSPORT  CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  308, 
Forest  Park!  GA  30050.  Representative: 
Alan  E.  Serby,  3390  Peachtree  Road, 

N.E.,  5th  Floor-Lenox  Towers  South, 
Atlanta,  GA  30326.  Transporting  Meats, 
meat  products,  meat  by-products,  from 
San  Antonio,  TX,  to  points  in  LA. 
(Hearing  site:  San  Antonio,  TX.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  107515  (Sub-1365F),  filed  June  3, 
1980.  Applicant:  REFRIGERATED 
TRANSPORT  CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  308, 
Forest  Park,  GA  30050.  Representative: 
Alan  E.  Serby,  3390  Peachtree  Road, 

NE.,  5th  Floor-Lenox  Towers  South, 
Atlanta,  GA  30326.  Transporting 
confectionery  products  from  Covington, 
TN,  to  points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK,  AL, 
GA,  FL,  HI,  NC,  and  SC.)  Restricted  to 
traffic  originating  at  the  facilities  of 
Charms  Company.  (Hearing  site:  New 
York,  NY.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  107515  (Sub-1366F),  filed  June  3, 
1980.  Applicant:  REFRIGERATED 
TRANSPORT  CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  308, 
Forest  Park,  GA  30050.  Representative: 
Alan  E.  Serby,  3390  Peachtree  Road, 

NE.,  5th  Floor-Lenox  Towers  South, 
Atlanta,  GA  30326.  Transporting  Frozen 
prepared  foods,  from  Solon,  OH,  to 
points  in  IL  IA,  KS,  MN,  MO,  NE,  ND, 
SD,  and  WI,  restricted  to  traffic 
originating  at  the  facilities  of  Stouffer 
Frozens  Foods.  (Hearing  site:  Cleveland, 
OH.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  115975  (Sub-43F),  filed  June  2, 

1980.  Applicant:  C.B.W.  TRANSPORT 
SERVICE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  48,  Wood 
River,  IL  62095.  Representative:  Ernest  A 
Brooks  II,  1301  Ambassador  Bldg.,  St 
Louis,  MO  63101.  Contract  carrier, 
transporting  (1)  pipeline  interfacial 
mixture,  liquid,  in  bulk,  from  Grand 
Haven,  Niles,  Detroit  and  Jackson,  MI; 
Cleveland,  Dayton,  Mogadore,  Lima, 
Columbus,  and  Toledo,  OH;  Milwaukee 


and  Madison,  WI;  and  E.  Chicago,  IN,  to 
the  facilities  of  Shell  Oil  Co.  at  Roxana, 
IL;  and  (2)  Materials  and  supplies  used 
in  the  production  and  distribution  of 
petroleum  products,  liquids  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  points  in  AR,  IN,  LA. 
KS,  KY,  MI,  MS.  MO,  NJ,  NY,  OH,  PA, 
TN,  WI,  GA,  TX,  and  WV,  to  the 
facilities  of  Shell  Oil  Co.  at  Roxana,  IL, 
under  a  continuing  contract(s)  with  Shell 
Oil  Co.,  of  Houston,  TX.  (Hearing  site: 

St.  Louis,  MO.) 

MC  116915  (Sub-112F),  filed  June  2. 
1980.  Applicant:  ECK  MILLER 
TRANSPORTATION  CORP.,  Rt.  No  1, 
Box  248,  Rockport,  IN  47635. 
Representative:  Fred  F.  Bradley,  P.O. 

Box  773,  Frankfort,  KY  40602. 
Transporting  iron  and  steel  articles,  and 
equipment,  material  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  thereof  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  between  points  in 
the  U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI),  restricted 
to  traffic  originating  at  or  destined  to  the 
facilities  of  Blake  Steel  and  Rebel  Steel. 
(Hearing  site:  Cincinnati  or  Columbus, 
OH.) 

MC  116915  (Sub-113F),  filed  June  2, 
1980.  Applicant:  ECK  MILLER 
TRANSPORTATION  CORP.,  Rt.  No.  1, 
Box  248,  Rockport,  IN  47635. 
Representative:  Fred  F.  Bradley,  P.O. 

Box  773,  Frankfort,  KY  40602. 
Transporting  iron  and  steel  articles,  and 
metals,  between  those  points  in  the  U.S. 
in  and  east  of  ND,  SD,  NE,  KS,  OK  and 
TX,  restricted  to  traffic  originating  at  or 
destined  to  the  facilities  of  Triangle 
Steel  Corporation  and  Zenith  Steel 
Corporation.  (Hearing  site:  Tampa,  FL.) 

MC  116915  (Sub-114F),  filed  June  2, 
1980.  Applicant:  ECK  MILLER 
TRANSPORTATION  CORP.,  Rt.  No.  1, 
Box  248,  Rockport,  IN  47635. 
Representative:  Fred  F.  Bradley,  P.O. 
Box  773,  Frankfort,  KY  40602. 
Transporting  zinc,  zinc  scrap,  zinc 
alloys,  and  material,  equipment  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture 
thereof  (except  commodities  in  bulk), 
between  the  facilities  of  N.J.  Zinc, 
Division  of  GW  Natural  Resources,  at  or 
near  (a)  Palmerton,  PA,  and  (b)  Depue, 
IL,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
those  points  in  the  U.S.  in  and  east  of 
ND,  SD,  NE,  KS,  OK,  and  TX.  (Hearing 
site:  Nashville,  TN,  or  Louisville,  KY.) 

MC  116915  (Sub-115F),  filed  June  2, 
1980.  Applicant:  ECK  MILLER 
TRANSPORTATION  CORP.,  Rt.  No.  1, 
Box  248,  Rockport,  IN  47635. 
Representative:  Fred  F.  Bradley,  P.O. 
Box  773,  Frankfort,  KY  40602. 
Transporting  machinery,  conveyors, 
steel  tanks,  fabricated  steel,  and  parts 
and  accessories  thereof,  and  materials, 
equipment,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacturing  thereof  (except 
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commodities  in  bulk),  between  the 
facilities  of  Muscogee  Iren  Works  at  or 
near  Columbus,  GA,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  U.S. 
(except  AK  and  HI).  (Hearing  site: 
Atlanta,  GA,  or  Birmingham,  AL) 

MC  121815  (Sub-IF),  filed  May  30, 

1980.  Applicant:  CHATTANOOGA- 
MEMPHIS  EXPRESS,  INC.,  1220  Faydur 
Ct.,  Nashville,  TN  37211.  Representative: 
Robert  L.  Baker,  618  United  American 
Bank  Bldg.,  Nashville,  TN  37219.  Over 
regular  routes,  transporting  general 
commodities  (except  classes  A  &  B 
explosives,  household  goods, 
commodities  in  bulk  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment),  (1)  between 
Chattanooga  and  Memphis,  TN,  over 
U.S.  Hwy  64,  serving  no  intermediate 
points;  (2)  between  Nashville  and 
Chattanooga,  TN,  over  Interstate  Hwy 
24,  serving  no  intermediate  points;  (3) 
between  Nashville  and  Memphis,  TN, 
over  Interstate  Hwy  40,  serving  no 
intermediate  points,  as  an  alternate 
route  for  operating  convenience  only;  (4) 
between  Nashville,  TN,  and 
Birmingham,  AL,  over  Interstate  Hwy  65 
and/or  U.S.  Hwy  31,  serving  all 
intermediate  points  in  AL,  except 
Admore,  AL.  Restriction:  Service  at 
Memphis,  TN,  is  restricted  against  the 
handling  of  traffic  originating  at, 
destined  to,  or  interchanged  at 
Nashville,  TN,  and  points  in  its 
commercial  zone;  and  service  at 
Birmingham  is  restricted  against  the 
handling  of  traffic  originating  at, 
destined  to,  or  interchanged  at 
Chattanooga  and  Memphis,  TN,  and 
points  in  their  respective  commercial 
zones.  (Hearing  site:  Nashville  and 
Chattanooga,  TN,  and  Birmingham,  AL) 

Note. — The  authority  sought  in  Routes  1,  2 
and  3  is  to  convert  existing  Certificates  of 
Registration  to  Certificates  of  Public 
Convenience  and  Necessity. 

MC  123294  (Sub-82F),  filed  May  28, 
1980.  Applicant:  WARSAW  TRUCKING 
CO.,  INC.,  Sawyer  Center,  Route  1, 
Chesterton,  IN  46304.  Representative:  H. 
E.  Miller,  Jr.  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Transporting  waste  and 
scrap  paper,  from  Angola,  IN,  to  points 
in  IL,  MI,  OH,  and  WI.  (Hearing  site: 
Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  124004  (Sub-59F),  filed  May  23, 
1980.  Applicant:  RICHARD  DAHN,  INC., 
620  West  Mountain  Road,  Sparta,  NJ 
07871.  Representative:  George  A.  Olsen, 
P.O.  Box  357,  Gladstone,  NJ  07934. 
Transporting  cleaning  compounds, 
liquid  soap,  bleach,  ammonia,  fabric 
softener,  laundry  and  dish  detergent, 
and  soap  bubbles,  from  Carlstadt,  NJ,  to 
points  in  GA,  IL  IN,  KY,  MD,  MA,  MI, 
NH,  NJ,  NY,  NC,  OH,  PA,  RI,  TN,  and 


VA.  (Hearing  site:  New  York,  NY,  or 
Washington,  DC.) 

MC  133655  (Sub-219F),  filed  May  21, 
1980.  Applicant:  TRANS-NATIONAL 
TRUCK,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  402535,  Dallas, 
TX  75240.  Representative:  Warren  L. 
Trouppe,  P.O.  Box  2298,  Green  Bay,  WI 
54306.  Transporting  bales,  wire  binding 
ties,  iron  or  steel  (except  those 
commodities  which  because  of  size  and 
weight  require  the  use  of  special 
equipment),  between  the  facilities  of  St. 
Regis  Corporation,  at  Cleveland,  OH,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Dallas 
and  Houston,  TX.  (Hearing  site: 

Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  133655  (Sub-220F),  filed  May  22, 
1980.  Applicant:  TRANS-NATIONAL 
TRUCKS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  402535,  Dallas, 
TX  75240.  Representative:  Warren  L 
Troupe,  P.O.  Box  2298,  Green  Bay,  WI 
54306.  Transporting  such  commodities 
as  are  dealt  in,  or  used  by, 
manufacturers  and  distributors  of  paper 
and  paper  products,  between  Dallas, 

TX,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  AL  FL  GA,  NC,  OK,  and  SC. 
(Hearing  site:  Atlanta,  GA.) 

MC  133805  (Sub-56F),  filed  June  2, 
1980.  Applicant:  LONE  STAR 
CARRIERS,  INC.,  Rt.  1,  Box  48,  Tolar, 

TX  76476.  Representative:  Harry  F. 
Horak,  Suite  115,  5001  Brentwood  Stair 
Road,  Fort  Worth,  TX  76112. 
Transporting  (1)  Plastic  film,  (2)  plastic 
articles,  (3)  corrugated  boxes,  and  (4) 
materials,  equipment  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  and  distribution  of 
articles  in  (1),  (2)  and  (3),  between  the 
facilities  of  Borden  Chemical  in  MA, 

GA,  IL  CA.  NJ,  MD,  NC,  OH,  FL  WA, 
TX,  MN,  NY,  and  CO,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  US 
(except  AK  and  HI).  (Hearing  site:  Fort 
Worth,  TX,  or  Boston,  MA.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  133805  (Sub-57F),  filed  June  2, 
1980.  Applicant:  LONE  STAR 
CARRIERS,  INC.,  Rt.  1,  Box  48,  Tolar, 
TX  76476.  Representative:  Harry  F. 
Horak,  Suite  115,  5001  Brentwood  Stair 
Road,  Forth  Worth,  TX  76112. 
Transporting  auto  cleaner  and  polish,  in 
containers,  and  cardboard  displays,  in 
vehicles  equipped  with  mechanical 
refrigeration,  from  the  facilities  of  TR-3 
Chemical  Corp.  at  or  near  Orange,  CA, 
to  points  in  FL,  TX,  IL  UT,  OR,  MA, 
WA,  MI,  LA,  CO,  and  AL  (Hearing  site: 
Los  Angeles,  CA,  or  Ft.  Worth,  TX.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  134755  (Sub-219F),  filed  June  10, 
1980.  Applicant:  CHARTER  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  3772,  Springfield,  MO 
65804.  Representative:  S.  Christopher 
Wilson,  P.O.  Box  3772,  Springfield,  MO. 
65804.  Transporting  cardboard  and 


cardboard  products,  paper  and  paper 
products,  iron  and  steel  articles,  and 
vinyl,  from  New  Bedford,  MA,  Chicago, 
IL  and  Austell,  GA,  to  Springfield,  MO. 
(Hearing  site:  Kansas  City,  MO.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  136605  (Sub-157F),  filed  May  30, 
1980.  Applicant:  DAVIS  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  8058,  Missoula,  MT  59807. 
Representative:  Allen  P.  Felton,  P.O.  Box 
8058,  Missoula,  MT  59807.  Transporting 
steel  pipe  and  seamless  oil  well  casing, 
from  points  in  CA,  OR,  and  WA,  to 
points  in  MT,  ID,  WY,  ND,  SD,  UT,  CO, 
and  NE.  (Hearing  site:  Denver,  CO.) 

MC  136605  (Sub-158F),  filed  June  2, 
1980.  Applicant:  DAVIS  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  8058,  Missoula.  MT  59807. 
Representative:  Allen  P.  Felton,  P.O.  Box 
8058,  Missoula,  MT  59807.  Transporting 
(1)  Irrigation  Equipment,  and  Supplies, 
Parts  and  Accessories  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  installation  of 
irrigation  equipment,  from  the  facilities 
of  Wade  Manufacturing  Company,  at  or 
near  Tualatin,  OR,  to  points  in  AZ,  AR, 
CA,  CO,  FL  GA,  ID,  IL  IN,  IA,  KS,  KY, 
MI,  MN,  LA,  MS,  MO,  MT.  NE,  NV,  NM. 
ND,  OH,  OK,  SD,  TN,  TX,  UT,  WA,  WI, 
and  WY,  and  (2)  steel  spokes  from 
points  in  Los  Angeles  County,  CA,  to 
points  in  OR,  AZ,  and  WY.  (Hearing 
site:  Portland,  OR.) 

MC  136605  (Sub-159F),  filed  June  2, 
1980.  Applicant:  DAVIS  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  8058,  Missoula,  MT  59807. 
Representative:  Allen  P.  Felton,  P.O.  Box 
8058,  Missoula,  MT  59807.  Transporting 
Polyurethane  Insulation  Board,  from  the 
facilities  of  Apache  Building  Products 
Company,  at  or  near  Salt  Lake  City,  UT, 
to  points  in  WA,  OR,  CA,  AZ,  NV,  KS, 
ID,  MT,  WY,  CO,  NM,  TX,  OK,  SD,  ND, 
and  NE  (Hearing  site:  Salt  Lake  City, 
UT,  or  Denver,  CO.) 

MC  138304  (Sub-22F),  filed  April  21, 
1980.  Applicant  NATIONAL  PACKERS 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  1600  Clinton  Street, 
Hoboken,  NJ  07030.  Representative: 
Craig  B.  Sherman,  Barnett  Bank 
Building,  1108  Kane  Concourse,  Bay 
Harbor  Islands,  FL  33154.  Transporting 
Phonograph  records  and  cassette 
recording  tapes  (1)  From  Terre  Haute, 
Richmond  and  Indianapolis,  IN,  to 
Chicago,  IL  and  Passaic,  NJ,  and  (2) 
From  Passaic,  NJ,  to  Chicago,  IL 
(Hearing  sites:  New  York,  NY, 
Washington,  DC,  or  Chicago,  IL) 

MC  138304  (Sub-23F),  filed  April  29, 
1980.  Applicant:  NATIONAL  PACKERS 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  1600  Clinton  Street, 
Hoboken,  NJ  07030.  Representative: 
Craig  B.  Sherman,  Barnett  Bank 
Building,  1108  Kane  Concourse,  Bay 
Harbor  Islands,  FL  33154.  Transporting 
Steel  nuts,  bolts,  screws  and  metal 
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fasteners,  nails,  wire  rod,  and  metals, 
from  New  Orleans,  LA,  Houston,  TX, 
and  Chicago,  IL,  to  points  in  the  U.S. 
(except  AK  and  HI).  (Hearing  sites:  New 
York,  NY,  or  Washington,  DC.). 

MC  141385  (Sub-6F),  filed  May  30, 

1980.  Applicant:  PENNER  FEED  & 
SUPPLY,  INC.,  Inman,  KS  67546. 
Representative:  Robert  B.  Pepper  168 
Woodbridge  Avenue,  Highland  Park,  NJ 
08904.  Contract  carrier  transporting 
Flour,  flour  products,  and  bakery 
ingredients  and  supplies  between 
Inman,  KS,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  MN,  MO,  MT,  NE,  OK, 
and  TX,  under  a  continuing  contract(s) 
with  Eddie's  Bake-N-Serv,  Inc,  of  Inman, 
KS.  (Hearing  site:  Topeka,  KS.) 

MC  141804  (Sub-43lF),  filed  May  19, 
1980.  Applicant:  WESTERN  EXPRESS, 
DIVISION  OF  INTERSTATE  RENTAL, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  3488  Ontario,  CA  91761. 
Representative:  Frederick  J.  Coffman, 

P.O.  Box  3488  Ontario,  CA  91761. 
Transporting  alcoholic  beverages,  from 
points  in  KY  to  points  in  AZ,  CA,  CO, 

NV,  OR,  UT,  and  WA.  (Hearing  site:  Los 
Angeles,  CA.) 

MC  141804  (Sub-432F),  filed  May  22, 
1980.  Applicant:  WESTERN  EXPRESS, 
DIVISION  OF  INTERSTATE  RENTAL, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  3488  Ontario,  CA  91761. 
Representative:  Frederick  J.  Coffman, 
P.O.  Box  3488  Ontario,  CA  91761. 
Transporting  General  commodities 
(except  those  of  unusual  value,  classes 
A  &B  explosives,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment  because  of  size  or 
weight),  between  points  in  the  U.S. 
(except  AK  &  HI),  restricted  to  traffic 
originating  at  or  destined  to  the  facilities 
of  or  utilized  by  Minnesota  Mining  and 
Manufacturing  Company  or  its  wholly 
owned  subsidiaries.  (Hearing  site:  Los 
Angeles,  CA.) 

MC  141804  (Sub-433F),  filed  May  22, 
1980.  Applicant:  WESTERN  EXPRESS, 
division  of  INTERSTATE  RENTAL, 

INC.,  P.O.  Box  3488,  Ontario,  CA  91761. 
Representative:  Frederick  J.  Coffman, 
P.O.  Box  3488.  Ontario,  CA  91761. 
Transporting  electrical  appliances, 
sending  and  receiving  equipment,  parts 
and  accessories,  between  Greenville 
and  Jefferson  City,  TN  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  U.S. 
(except  AK  and  HI).  Restricted  to  traffic 
originating  at  or  destined  to  the  facilities 
of  Magnavox  Consumer  Electronics  Co. 
(Hearing  site:  Los  Angeles,  CA.) 

MC  141804  (Sub-434F),  filed  May  27, 
1980.  Applicant:  WESTERN  EXPRESS, 
division  of  INTERSTATE  RENTAL, 

INC.,  P.O.  Box  3488.  Ontario,  CA  91761. 
Representative:  Frederick  J.  Coffman, 
P.O.  Box  3488.  Ontario,  CA  91761. 


Transporting  building  materials  and 
equipment,  from  Tacoma,  WA,  to  those 
points  in  the  U.S.  in  and  west  of  TX,  OK, 
KS,  NE,  SD,  and  ND  (except  AK,  HI  and 
WA),  restricted  to  traffic  originating  at 
die  facilities  of  West  Coast  Door,  Inc. 
(Hearing  site:  Los  Angeles,  CA.) 

MC  141804  (Sub-435F),  filed  May  29, 
1980.  Applicant:  WESTERN  EXPRESS, 
division  of  INTERSTATE  RENTAL, 

INC.,  P.O.  Box  3488,  Ontario,  CA  91761. 
Representative:  Frederick  J.  Coffman, 

P.O.  Box  3488,  Ontario,  CA  91761. 
Transporting  small  arms,  ammunition, 
targets,  electrical  switch  boxes,  conduit 
outlet  boxes,  junction  boxes  and  covers, 
related  electrical  apparatus  (except 
electrical  appliances),  and  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  the  above  named  items, 
between  Minneapolis-St.  Paul,  MN,  and 
Richmond,  IN,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK 
and  HI),  restricted  to  traffic  originating 
at  or  destined  to  the  facilities  of  Federal 
Cartridge  Corporation.  (Hearing  site:  Los 
Angeles,  CA.) 

MC  141804  (Sub-436F),  filed  June  2, 
1980.  Applicant:  WESTERN  EXPRESS, 
division  of  INTERSTATE  RENTAL, 

INC.,  P.O.  Box  3488,  Ontario,  CA  91761. 
Representative:  Frederick  J.  Coffman, 
P.O.  Box  3488,  Ontario,  CA  91761. 
Transporting  plastic  articles,  from 
Murfreesboro,  TN,  to  points  in  the  U.S. 
(except  AK  and  HI).  (Hearing  site:  Los 
Angeles,  CA.) 

MC  141804  (Sub-437F),  filed  June  2, 
1980.  Applicant:  WESTERN  EXPRESS, 
division  of  INTERSTATE  RENTAL, 

INC.,  P.O.  Box  3488,  Ontario,  CA  91761. 
Representative:  Frederick  J.  Coffman, 
P.O.  Box  3488,  Ontario,  CA  91761. 
Transporting  flour,  and  equipment  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
storage  of  flour  from  Garland,  TX,  to 
points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK,  HI,  and 
TX).  (Hearing  site:  Los  Angeles,  CA.) 

MC  141804  (Sub-438F),  filed  June  2, 
1980.  Applicant:  WESTERN  EXPRESS, 
division  of  INTERSTATE  RENTAL, 

INC.,  P.O.  Box  3488,  Ontario,  CA  91761. 
Representative:  Frederick  J.  Coffman, 
P.O.  Box  3488,  Ontario,  CA  91761. 
Transporting  plastic  furniture,  plastic 
articles,  and  material  used  in  the 
production  between  Oakdale,  PA,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
the  U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI),  restricted 
to  traffic  originating  at  the  facilities  of 
Stylette  Plastics,  Inc.  (Hearing  site:  Los 
Angeles,  CA.) 

MC  141804  (Sub-439F),  filed  June  2, 
1980.  Applicant:  WESTERN  EXPRESS, 
division  of  INTERSTATE  RENTAL, 

INC.,  P.O.  Box  3488,  Ontario,  CA  91761. 
Representative:  Frederick  J.  Coffman, 
P.O.  Box  3488,  Ontario,  CA  91761. 


Transporting  printed  forms,  paper, 
printing  material,  and  materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  production  of 
printed  material  and  forms,  between 
points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI), 
restricted  to  traffic  originating  at  the 
facilities  of  Moore  Business  Forms,  Inc., 
and  its  subsidiaries.  (Hearing  site:  Los 
Angeles,  CA.) 

MC  141804  (Sub-440F),  filed  June  2, 
1980.  Applicant:  WESTERN  EXPRESS, 
division  of  INTERSTATE  RENTAL, 

INC.,  P.O.  Box  3488,  Ontario,  CA  91761. 
Representative:  Frederick  J.  Coffman, 

P.O.  Box  3488,  Ontario,  CA  91761. 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  those  of  unusual  value,  classes 
A  and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as 
described  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  frozen  foods,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment), 
between  points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK 
and  HI),  restricted  to  traffic  originating 
at  or  destined  to  the  facilities  of  Boise 
Cascade  Corporation.  (Hearing  site:  Los 
Angeles,  CA.) 

MC  141804  (Sub-44lF),  filed  June  2, 
1980.  Applicant:  WESTERN  EXPRESS, 
DIVISION  OF  INTERSTATE  RENTAL, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  3488,  Ontario,  CA  91761. 
Representative:  Frederick  J.  Coffman, 
P.O.  Box  3488,  Ontario,  CA  91761. 
Transporting:  Non-alcoholic  beverages, 
from  Salt  Lake  City,  UT,  to  points  in  AZ, 
CA,  CO,  IL,  KS,  NE,  NM,  NV,  OR,  TX, 
WA,  and  WI,  restricted  to  traffic 
originating  at  the  facilities  utilized  by 
Apple  Beer  Corporation.  (Hearing  site: 
Los  Angeles,  CA.) 

MC  141804  (Sub-442F),  filed  June  2, 
1980.  Applicant:  WESTERN  EXPRESS, 
DIVISION  OF  INTERSTATE  RENTAL, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  3488,  Ontario,  CA  91761. 
Representative:  Frederick  J.  Coffman, 
P.O.  Box  3488,  Ontario,  CA  91761. 
Transporting:  Paper,  plastic  and  plastic 
articles  (except  in  bulk),  from  points  in 
the  U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI)  to  points  in 
ID,  MT,  and  UT.  (Hearing  site:  Los 
Angeles,  CA.) 

MC  141865  (Sub-6F),  filed  May  23, 
1980.  Applicant:  ACTION  DELIVERY 
SERVICE,  INC.,  2401  West  Marshall 
Drive,  Grand  Prairie,  TX  75051. 
Representative:  A.  William  Brackett, 
1108  Continental  Life  Building,  Fort 
Worth,  TX  76102.  Contract  carrier, 
transporting:  Starch,  fabric  softeners, 
cleaning  compounds,  syrup,  soybean 
flour,  juice  other  than  frozen,  soy  sauce, 
and  washing  compounds,  from  the 
facilities  of  A.  E.  Staley  Mfg.  Company, 
at  or  near  Arlington,  TX,  to  Memphis, 
TN,  and  New  Orleans.  LA,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  A.  E.  Staley 
Mfg.  Company,  of  Arlington,  TX. 
(Hearing  site:  Fort  Worth  or  Dallas,  TX.) 
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MC 142715  (Sub-95F),  filed  May  28, 

1980.  Applicant:  LENERTZ,  INC.,  P.O. 

Box  479,  South  St.  Paul,  MN  55075. 
Representative:  K.  O.  Petrick,  P.O.  Box 
479,  South  St.  Paul,  MN  55075. 
Transporting:  (1)  Such  merchandise  as  is 
dealt  in  by  department  stores,  and  (2) 
foodstuffs  (except  in  bulk,  in  tank  or 
hopper  vehicles).  Between  those  points 
in  the  U.S.  in  and  east  of  ND,  SD,  NE, 

CO,  OK,  and  TX.  (Hearing  site:  St.  Paul, 
MN.) 

MC  142525  (Sub-5F),  filed  June  9. 1980. 
Applicant:  BERNARD  D.  HARNER  AND 
SON.  INC.,  R.  R.  2,  Washington,  IN 
47501.  Representative:  Robert  W.  Loser, 
1101  Chamber  of  Commerce  Bldg., 
Indianapolis,  IN  46204.  Contract  carrier, 
transporting:  Liquid  feed  and  feed 
ingredients,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
between  the  facilities  of  Ralston  Purina 
Company,  at  Louisville,  KY,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  MI, 

WV,  VA,  IL,  IN,  OH,  KY,  and  TN,  under 
a  continuing  contract(s)  with  the  Ralston 
Purina  Company,  of  Louisville,  KY. 
(Hearing  site:  Indianapolis,  IN,  or 
Louisville,  KY.) 

Volume  No.  228 

Decided:  June  19, 1980. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  Number 
3,  Members  Parker,  Fortier  and  Hill. 

MC  2934  (Sub-7lFr),  filed  May  28, 1980. 
Applicant:  AERO  MAYFLOWER 
TRANSIT  CO.,  INC.,  9998  North 
Michigan  Road,  Carmel,  IN  46032. 
Representative:  W.  G.  Lowry,  (same  as 
applicant).  Transporting:  Such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by  retail 
department  stores  (except  commodities 
in  bulk  and  commodities  which  because 
of  their  size  or  weight  require  the  use  of 
specialized  equipment).  From:  Phoenix, 
City,  AL;  Monticello,  AK;  Atlanta, 
Columbus,  Dalton,  and  Oakwood  GA; 
Baltimore,  MD;  Boston,  and  Fall  River, 
MA;  Wynesboro,  MS;  Secaucus, 
Metuclen,  Clifton,  Bryson  City,  and 
Cinnamison,  NJ;  New  York  City,  NY; 
Charlotte,  Wilmington,  Swannanwoa, 
and  Tarboro,  NC;  Philadelphia,  Wilkes 
Barre,  and  Elverson,  PA;  Lancaster,  and 
Conway,  SC;  Lexington,  and  Loretto, 

TN;  Laredo,  TX;  Richmond,  VA;  Norfolk, 
and  Fiedale,  VA.  To:  Indianapolis,  IN. 
(Hearing  site:  Indianapolis,  IN.) 

MC  24784  (Sub-39F),  filed  May  23, 

1980.  Applicant:  BARRY,  INC.,  463  South 
Water,  Olathe,  KS  66061. 

Representative:  Arthur  J.  Cerra,  2100 
TenMain  Center,  P.O.  Box  19251,  Kansas 
City,  MO  64141.  Transporting:  General 
Commodities  (except  Classes  A  and  B 
Explosives,  Household  Goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  and  commodities 
requiring  special  equipment),  between 
points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI), 


restricted  to  traffic  originating  at  or 
destined  to  the  facilities  of  Century 
Hulburt  (Midwest),  Inc.  (Hearing  site: 
Kansas  City,  MO.) 

MC  41915  (Sub-48F),  filed  May  29, 

1980.  Applicant:  MILLER'S  MOTOR 
FREIGHT,  INC.,  1060  Zinn’s  Quarry 
Road,  York,  PA  17405.  Representative: 
Jeremy  Kahn,  Suite  733  Investment 
Building,  1511  K  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  DC  20005.  Transporting: 
Petroleum  and  petroleum  products, 
vehicle  body  sealer,  sound  deadener 
compounds  and  filters  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  McKees 
Rocks,  PA,  to  points  in  WV,  VA,  NC,  SC, 
GA.  FL,  DC,  MD,  NY,  NJ,  and  DE. 
(Hearing  site:  Pittsburgh,  PA.) 

MC  50935  (Sub-33F),  filed  June  4, 1980. 
Applicant:  WOLVERINE  TRUCKING 
COMPANY,  A  CORPORATION,  1020 
Doris  Road,  Pontiac,  MI  48057. 
Representative:  Robert  E.  McFarland, 

999  West  Big  Beaver  Road,  Suite  1002, 
Troy,  MI  48084.  Transporting:  Malt 
beverages  from  Newport,  KY  to  Toledo, 
OH.  (Hearing  site:  Detroit,  MI,  Chicago, 
EL,  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  52005  (Sub-5F),  filed  May  27, 1980. 
Applicant:  OREGON-WASHINGTON 
TRANSPORT,  A  Corporation,  3322  N.W. 
35th  Ave.,  Portland,  OR  97210. 
Representative:  George  R.  LaBissoniere, 
15  S.  Grady  Way,  Suite  233,  Renton,  WA 
98055.  Transporting:  General 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment), 
between  Seattle,  WA,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  OR.  (Hearing 
site:  Seattle,  WA.) 

MC  60014  (Sub-189F),  filed  June  2, 

1980.  Applicant:  AERO  TRUCKING, 

INC.,  P.O.  Box  308,  Monroeville,  PA 
15146.  Representative:  A.  Charles  Tell, 
100  E.  Broad  St.,  Columbus,  OH  43215. 
Transporting:  Brass  and  bronze  articles, 
from  the  facilities  of  Weiner  Metals,  Div. 
of  Weiner  Steel  Corp.  at  or  near 
Paramount,  CA  to  points  in  and  east  of 
ID,  UT  and  AZ.  (Hearing  site: 
Washington,  DC.) 

MC  60014  (Sub-190F),  filed  June  2, 

1980.  Applicant:  AERO  TRUCKING, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  308,  Monroeville,  PA 
15146.  Representative:  A.  Charles  Tell, 
100  E.  Broad  St.,  Columbus,  OH  43215. 
Transporting:  Lumber  and  lumber 
products,  from  AZ,  CO,  UT,  TX,  CA,  OR 
and  WA  to  points  in  and  east  of  MT, 
WY,  CO  and  NM.  (Hearing  site: 
Washington,  DC.) 

MC  67234  (Sub-29F),  filed  June  9, 1980. 
Applicant:  UNITED  VAN  LINES,  INC., 


One  United  Drive,  Fenton,  MO  63026. 
Representative:  B.  W.  LaTourette,  Jr., 

11  S.  Meramec,  Suite  1400,  St.  Louis,  MO 
63105.  Transporting:  air  filters,  insulated 
tubing,  refrigerant  oil,  and  chemicals, 
from  points  in  FL,  GA,  LA,  NC,  and  TX 
to  points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI). 
(Hearing  site:  St.  Petersburg  or  Miami, 
FL.) 

MC  73444  (Sub-3F),  filed  May  23, 1980. 
Applicant:  FRANK  L  CASTINE,  INC.,  2 
Industrial  Drive,  Springfield,  MA  01060. 
Representative:  Robert  J.  Gallagher, 

Esq.,  1000  Connecticut  Avenue  NW., 
Suite  1112,  Washington,  DC  20036. 
Transporting  of  household  goods,  (1) 
Between  all  points  in  MA,  CT,  NY,  NJ, 
PA,  and  OH,  and  (2)  Between  all  points 
in  MA,  CT,  NY,  NJ.  PA,  and  OH,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
ME.  DE,  MD,  VA.  NC,  SC,  GA,  FL,  AL, 
MS,  TN,  KY,  WV,  VT,  IN,  IL,  MI.  WI,  RL 
NH,  and  the  DC.  (Hearing  site:  Boston, 
MA.) 

MC  99455  (Sub-8F),  filed  May  27, 1980. 
Applicant:  M.  H.  HILLERY,  INC.,  100 
Western  Avenue,  Allston,  MA  02134. 
Representative:  Ronald  N.  Cobert,  Suite 
501, 1730  M  Street  NW.,  Washington,  DC 
20036.  Transporting:  General 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  household  goods  ps  defined 
by  the  Commission,  commodities  in 
bulk,  commodities  of  unusual  value  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment), 
between  Boston,  MA,  on  the  one  hand, 
and  on  the  other,  points  in  CT.  (Hearing 
site:  Boston,  MA.) 

MC  107515  (Sub-1367F),  filed  June  6, 
1980.  Applicant:  REFRIGERATED 
TRANSPORT  CO..  INC.,  P.O.  Box  308, 
Forest  Park,  GA  30050.  Representative: 
Alan  E.  Serby,  3390  Peachtree  Road  NE., 
5th  Floor-Lenox  Towers  South,  Atlanta, 
GA  30326.  Transporting:  (1)  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by 
wholesale,  retail  and  chain  grocery  and 
food  business  houses,  and  (2)  products 
used  in  the  manufacture,  sale  and 
distribution  of  the  commodities  in  (1) 
above,  between  points  in  the  U.S.  in  and 
east  of  ND,  SD,  NE,  KS,  OK,  and  NM, 
restricted  to  traffic  moving  to  or  from 
the  facilities  of  The  Clorox  Company; 
facilities  utilized  by  The  Clorox 
Company;  and  its  wholly  owned 
subsidiary,  The  Kingsford  Company. 
(Hearing  site:  San  Francisco,  CA.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  107515  (Sub-1368F),  filed  June  6, 
1980.  Applicant:  REFRIGERATED 
TRANSPORT  CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  308, 
Forest  Park,  GA  30050.  Representative: 
Alan  E.  Serby,  3390  Peachtree  Road  NE., 
5th  Floor-Lenox  Towers  South,  Atlanta, 
GA  30326.  Transporting:  carpet,  carpet 
backing,  carpet  padding  and  adhesives 
(except  in  bulk)  from  Trenton  and 
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Camden,  NJ;  and  Philadelphia  and 
Eddystone,  PA  to  points  in  CA,  CO,  LA, 
KY,  OK,  KS,  MO,  NE,  ND,  and  SD. 
(Hearing  site:  New  York,  NY.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  107515  (Sub-1369F),  filed  June  6, 
1980.  Applicant:  REFRIGERATED 
TRANSPORT  CO..  INC.,  P.O.  Box  308, 
Forest  Park,  GA  30050.  Representative: 
Alan  E.  Serby,  3390  Peachtree  Road  NE., 
5th  Floor-Lenox  Towers  South,  Atlanta, 
GA  30326.  Transporting  (1)  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by 
whosesale  and  retail  paint  stores  and 
(2)  materials,  equipment  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture,  distribution 
and  sale  of  the  commodities  in  Part  (1), 
from  the  facilities  of  The  Sherwin- 
Williams  Company  at  or  near  Morrow, 
GA  and  Greensboro,  NC  to  points  in  the  - 
US  in  and  east  of  ND,  SD,  NE,  KS,  OK 
and  TX.  (Hearing  site:  Atlanta,  Ga.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  107515  (Sub-1370F),  filed  June  6, 
1980.  Applicant:  REFRIGERATED 
TRANSPORT  CO..  INC.,  P.O.  Box  308, 
Forest  Park,  GA  30050.  Representative: 
Alan  E.  Serby,  3390  Peachtree  Road  NE„ 
5th  Floor-Lenox  Towers  South,  Atlanta, 
GA  30326.  (3)  Transporting  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by 
automotive  supply  houses  and  service 
stations  (except  in  bulk,  in  tank 
’vehicles)  from  Superior,  WI  to  points  in 
FL,  GA,  IL,  MA,  OH,  PA  and  TN. 

(Hearing  site:  Superior,  WI.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  107934  (Sub-40F),  filed  May  30, 
1980.  Applicant:  BYRD  MOTOR  LINE, 
INCORPORATED,  Hargrave  Road, 
Lexington,  NC  27292.  Representative: 
John  R.  Sims,  Jr.,  915  Pennsylvania  Bldg., 
425 13  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  DC 
20004.  Transporting  of  quarry  (flooring, 
paving  or  promenade  tile),  clay  or 
earthenware,  glazed  or  unglazed  tile 
and  items  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
installation  of  same  from  (1)  Lexington 
and  Mt.  Gilead,  NC  and  the  plantsites  of 
Mid-State  Tile  near  the  above  named 
points  to  points  in  NC,  AL,  SC,  GA,  TN, 
FL,  MS,  LA,  AR  and  TX,  and  (2)  from 
points  in  the  named  States  to  the  points 
of  origin  listed  in  item  (1).  (Hearing  site: 
Lexington,  NC  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  109634  (Sub-7F),  filed  May  27, 

1980.  Applicant:  TRAILER  CONVOYS, 
INC.,  2113  Feran  Valley  Road,  Louisville, 
KY  40213.  Representative:  Donald  W. 
Smith,  P.O.  Box  40248,  Indianapolis,  IN 
46240.  Transporting  General 
Commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value,  Classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment) 
between  points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK 


and  HI).  Restricted  to  traffic  originating 
at  or  destined  to  the  facilities  of  Ralston 
Purina  Company.  Under  a  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Ralston  Purina 
Company.  (Hearing  site:  St  Louis,  MO  or 
Louisville,  KY.) 

MC  112304  (Sub-244F),  filed  May  30, 
1980.  Applicant:  ACE  DORAN 
HAULING  &  RIGGING  CO.,  a 
corporation,  1601  Blue  Rock  Street, 
Cincinnati,  OH  45223.  Representative: 
John  G.  Banner  (same  address  as 
above).  Transporting  grain,  milling  and 
processing  machinery,  components  and 
supplies,  between  the  plantsite  of 
Ferrell-Ross,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Amarillo, 

TX,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI). 
(Hearing  site:  Dallas/Fort  Worth,  TX,  or 
Washington,  DC.) 

MC  114045  (Sub-569F),  filed  May  23, 
1980.  Applicant:  TRANS-COLD 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  61228,  Dallas, 
TX  75261.  Representative:  Daniel 
McNeff  (same  address  as  above). 
Transporting  beer  (except  in  bulk)  from 
Pabst,  GA  to  points  in  TX,  NM,  and  AZ. 
(Hearing  site:  Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  114604  (Sub-116F),  filed  June  4, 
1980.  Applicant:  CAUDELL 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Drawer  I, 

Forest  Park,  GA  30050.  Representative: 
Frank  D.  Hall,  Suite  713,  3384  Peachtree 
Road  NE.,  Atlanta,  GA  30326. 
Transporting  Malt  beverages  (except  in 
bulk),  from  Perrysbury,  OH,  to  the 
facilities  of  Thomas  Beverage  Company 
in  Carroll,  Clayton,  Cobb,  DeKalb, 
Douglas,  Fulton,  Haralson  and  Rockdale 
Counties,  GA.  Restricted  to  traffic 
destined  to  the  facilities  of  Thomas 
Beverage  Company.  (Hearing  site: 
Atlanta,  Ga.) 

MC  115554  (Sub-33F),  filed  May  23, 
1980.  Applicant:  HEARTLAND 
EXPRESS,  INC.  OF  IOWA,  P.O.  Box  89B, 
R.R.  6,  Iowa  City,  IA  52240. 
Representative:  Michael  J.  Ogborn,  P.O. 
Box  82028,  Lincoln,  NE  68501. 
Transporting  Appliances  and  materials, 
supplies,  and  equipment  utilized  in  the 
manufacture,  repair,  and  distribution  of 
appliances,  between  points  in  the  U.S. 
(except  points  in  IL,  NE,  ND,  SD,  MN, 
WI,  and  the  Upper  Peninsula  of  MI), 
restricted  to  traffic  originating  at  or 
destined  to  the  facilities  of  the  Maytag 
Company.  (Hearing  site:  Des  Moines, 
IA.) 

MC  117644  (Sub-55F),  filed  May  27, 
1980.  Applicant:  D  &  T  TRUCKING  CO., 
INC.,  498  First  Street,  NW.,  New 
Brighton,  MN  55112.  Representative: 
Samuel  Rubenstein,  P.O.  Box  5, 
Minneapolis,  MN  55440.  Contract 
Carrier  transporting  General 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value,  Class  A  and  B  explosives, 


household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment 
because  of  size  or  weight),  between 
points  in  AL,  AR,  CO,  CT,  DE,  DC,  FL, 
GA,  IL,  IN,  LA,  KS.  KY,  LA,  ME,  MD, 

MA,  MI,  MN,  MS,  MO,  NE,  NH,  NJ,  NY, 

NC,  ND,  OH,  OK,  PA,  RI,  SC,  SD,  TN, 

TX,  VT,  VA,  WV  and  WI.  Restricted  to 
traffic  moving  to,  from  or  between  the 
facilities  of  or  utilized  by  Minnesota 
Mining  and  Manufacturing  Company 
(3M  Company)  or  its  wholly  owned 
subsidiaries.  Under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Minnesota  Mining  and 
Manufacturing  Company,  of  St.  Paul, 

MN.  (Hearing  site:  Minneapolis  or  St. 
Paul,  MN.) 

MC  119704  (Sub-6F),  filed  June  9, 1980. 
Applicant:  R.  A.  HARRIS  &  SONS,  INC., 
3501  22nd  St.,  Menominee,  MI  49858. 
Representative:  Dennis  R.  Harris  (same 
address  as  above).  Transporting  (1) 
chilled  shot-steel  and  chilled  grit-steel, 
from  Wadsworth,  OH,  to  points  in  IN, 

IL,  MN,  WI,  KS,  NE,  LA,’  ND,  SD,  and  MI; 
(2)  chilled  shot-steel,  chilled  grit-steel, 
and  machines,  from  Waukesha,  WI,  to 
points  in  IN,  IL,  MN,  NE,  IA,  MO,  KS, 

ND,  SD,  and  MI;  (3)  aluminum  castings, 
from  Waukesha,  WI,  to  Chicago,  IL;  and 
(4)  machines,  from  points  in  OK  to 
Waukesha,  WI,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Industrial  Associates, 
Inc.,  of  Waukesha,  WI.  (Hearing  site: 
Menominee,  MI  or  Milwaukee,  WI.) 

MC  119934  (Sub-233F),  filed  June  9, 
1980.  Applicant:  ECOFF  TRUCKING, 
INC.,  R.R.  No.  10,  Box  100A,  Greenfield, 
IN  46140.  Representative:  Robert  W. 
Loser  II,  1101  Chamber  of  Commerce 
Bldg.,  Indianapolis,  IN  46204. 
Transporting  Printing  ink  and  printing 
ink  materials,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  New  Albany,  IN  to  points  in  SC. 
(Hearing  site:  Louisville,  KY  or 
Washington,  DC.) 

MC  121664  (Sub-126F),  filed  June  4, 
1980.  Applicant:  HORNADY  TRUCK 
LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  846,  Monroeville, 
AL  36460.  Representative:  W.  E.  Grant, 
1702  First  Ave.  S.,  Birmingham,  AL 
35233.  Transporting  gypsum  products. 
From  points  in  OK  to  points  in  AL. 
(Hearing  site:  Birmingham,  AL.) 

MC  123254  (Sub-9F),  filed  May  21, 
1980.  Applicant:  PITZER  BROTHERS, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  633,  Jeannette,  PA  15644. 
Representative:  Jeremy  Kahn,  Suite  733- 
Investment  Building,  1511  K  Street, 

N.W.,  Washington,  DC  20005. 
Tranporting  (1)  Malt  beverages,  (in 
containers)  from  the  facilities  of  Jones 
Brewing  Company  at  or  near  Smithton, 
PA,  to  points  in  OH,  WV,  VA,  MD,  and 
NJ;  and  (2)  empty,  used  malt  beverage 
containers,  from  points  in  OH,  WV,  VA, 
MD,  and  NJ  to  the  facilities  of  Jone3 
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Brewing  Company  at  or  near  Smithton, 
PA.  (Hearing  site:  Pittsburgh,  PA.) 

MC  123744  (Sub-86F)  filed  June  2, 

1980.  Applicant:  BUTLER  TRUCKING 
COMPANY,  A  Corporation,  P.O.  Box  88, 
Woodland,  PA  16881.  Representative:  E. 
Steward  Butler  (same  as  above). 
Transporting  (1)  Pipe,  conduit,  and 
attachments  and  (2)  cable  and  steel 
from  Glendale,  WV,  to  points  in  GA,  IL, 
IN,  IA,  KY,  MI,  MO,  NC,  OH.  SC,  TN, 

AR,  FL  LA,  MS,  TX.  and  WI.  (Hearing 
site:  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  124554  (Sub-43F),  filed  May  29, 
1980.  Applicant:  LANG  CARTAGE 
CORP.,  P.O.  Box  1465,  Waukesha,  WI 
53187.  Representative:  Richard  C. 
Alexander,  710  N.  Plankinton  Ave., 
Milwaukee,  WI  53203.  Contract  carrier, 
transporting  paper  and  paper  products, 
from  the  facilities  of  Bemiss-Jason 
Corporation,  at  Chicago,  IL,  to  points  in 
WI,  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Bemiss-Jason  Corporation,  of  Chicago, 

IL.  (Hearing  site:  Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  125335  (Sub-106F),  filed  June  5, 
1980.  Applicant:  GOODWAY 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  2283,  York, 
PA  17405.  Representative:  Gailyn  L 
Larsen,  P.O.  Box  82816,  Lincoln,  NE 
68501.  Transporting:  plastic  containers, 
from  Wilmington,  NC,  to  points  in  the 

U. S.  in  and  east  of  CO,  ND,  NE,  OK,  SD, 
and  TX.  (Hearing  site:  Wilmington,  NC, 
or  Harrisburg,  PA.) 

MC  125844  (Sub-25F),  filed  May  19, 
1980.  Applicant:  BIO-MED-HU,  INC., 

1901  Outer  Loop,  Louisville,  KY  40219. 
Representative:  John  M.  Nader,  1600 
Citizens  Plaza,  Louisville,  KY  40202. 
Transporting  such  material,  equipment 
and  supplies  as  are  used  with  or  in 
connection  with  placentae,  derivatives 
of  placentae,  placentae  compounds, 
blood,  derivatives  of  blood,  cells, 
tissues,  organs,  cellular  secretions, 
tissue  and  cellular  culture  and  media, 
interferon,  enzymes,  antiserum, 
immunosuppressants,  immunovaccine, 
antigens,  and  antibodies,  between 
points  in  UT,  TX,  OK,  NM,  NE,  AZ,  CO, 
IL,  IN,  IA,  KS,  CT,  DE,  MD,  MA,  MO,  NJ, 
NY,  OH,  PA,  RI,  WI,  MI,  WV  and  DC,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  KY,  VA,  AR,  GA,  TN,  NC,  SC,  CA, 

AL,  MS,  MN,  LA,  FL,  NV,  OR,  and  WA. 
(Hearing  site:  Louisville,  KY.) 

MC  126555  (Sub-78F),  filed  June  4, 

1980.  Applicant:  UNIVERSAL 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  Box  3000,  Rapid 
City,  SD  57709.  Representative:  Truman 
A.  Stockton,  Jr.,  The  1650  Grant  St.  Bldg., 
Denver,  CO  80203.  Transporting  solvent, 
petrochemicals  and  chemicals  between 
CO,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  TX,  KS,  OK,  CA,  IL  and  WY. 
(Hearing  site:  Denver,  CO.) 


MC  126574  (Sub-7F),  filed  May  21, 

1980.  Applicant:  M.  L.  HATCHER 
PICKUP  AND  DELIVERY  SERVICES, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  7362,  Greensboro,  NC 
27407.  Representative:  Terrell  C.  Clark, 
P.O.  Box  25,  Stanleytown,  VA  24168. 
Transporting  boxes,  bottle  carriers, 
bottles,  cans,  partitions,  fillers  and 
sheets,  from  Butner,  Charlotte,  and 
Raleigh,  NC,  to  points  in  SC  and  VA. 
(Hearing  site:  Raleigh,  NC  or 
Greensboro,  NC.) 

MC  126844  (Sub-95F),  filed  June  5, 

1980.  Applicant:  R.D.S.  TRUCKING  CO., 
INC.,  1713  North  Main  Road,  Vineland, 

NJ  08360.  Representative:  Kenneth  F. 
Dudley,  P.O.  Box  279,  Ottumwa,  IA 
52501.  Transporting  canned  foodstuffs 
(except  frozen  or  in  bulk),  (1)  from 
Hoopeston  and  Princeville,  IL  and 
Belledeau,  LA  to  points  in  the  U.S.  in 
and  west  of  WI,  IL,  KY,  TN  and  MS;  (2) 
from  St.  Francisville,  LA,  to  points  in  the 
U.S.  in  and  east  of  WI,  EL,  KY,  TN,  and 
MS  (except  MA,  MI,  NY  and  PA),  and 
(3)  from  Turkey,  NC,  to  points  in  the  U.S. 
in  and  east  of  WI,  IL,  KY,  TN  and  MS 
(except  MA,  NJ,  NY  and  PA).  (Hearing 
site:  Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  134064  (Sub-41F),  filed  May  30, 
1980.  Applicant:  INTERSTATE 
TRANSPORT,  INC,  1600  Highway  129 
South,  Gainesville,  GA  30505. 
Representative:  Charles  M.  Williams, 

350  Capitol  Life  Center,  1600  Sherman 
St.,  Denver,  CO  80203,  (303)  839-5856. 
Transporting:  (1)  Such  commodities  as 
are  dealt  in  by  converters,  distributors, 
manufacturers  and  brokers  of  paper  and 
paper  products,  (except  in  bulk);  and  (2) 
materials,  equipment  and  supplies  used 
in  the  conduct  of  businesses  described 
in  item  (1)  above  (except  in  bulk); 
between  points  in  the  U.S.  in  and  east  of 
TX,  OK,  KS,  MO,  IA,  and  MN.  (Hearing 
site:  Atlanta,  GA.) 

MC  134134  (Sub-90F),  filed  June  3, 
1980.  Applicant:  MAINLINER  MOTOR 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  4202  Dahlman  Ave., 
Omaha,  NE  68107.  Representative: 
Lavem  R.  Holdeman,  P.O.  Box  81849, 
Lincoln,  NE  68501.  Transporting:  Such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by  truck 
and  automotive  repair  and  supply 
business  houses  (except  in  bulk),  from 
Kansas  City,  MO,  Newark,  NJ  and 
points  in  IL,  and  OH,  to  points  in  IA,  KS, 
MO,  NE,  and  SD.  (Hearing  site:  Omaha, 
NE.) 

MC  134574  (Sub-44F),  filed  May  28, 
1980.  Applicant:  FIGOL  DISTRIBUTORS 
LIMITED,  P.O.  Box  6298,  Station  “C”, 
Edmonton,  AB  T5B  4K6  Canada. 
Representative:  Ray  F.  Koby,  P.O.  Box 
2567,  Great  Falls,  MT  59403. 
Transporting:  pulp,  paper  and  plastic 
products,  from  ports  of  entry  on  the 
international  boundary  line  between  the 


U.S.  and  Canada  in  MN,  ND,  MT,  ID, 
and  WA,  to  points  in  the  U.S.  in  and 
west  of  WI,  IL,  MO,  AR,  and  LA  (except 
AK  and  HI.)  (Hearing  site:  Great  Falls, 
MT.) 

MC  135684  (Sub-102F),  filed  June  3, 
1980.  Applicant:  BASS 
TRANSPORTATION  CO..  INC.,  P.O. 

Box  391,  Flemington,  NJ  08822. 
Representative:  Herbert  Alan  Dubin,  818 
Connecticut  Ave  NW.,  Washington,  DC 
20006.  Transporting:  (1)  Such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by  grocery 
and  food  business  houses  (except 
commodities  in  bulk)  and  (2)  materials, 
equipment,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture,  distribution,  and  sale  of 
commodities  in  (1)  above  (except 
commodities  in  bulk)  between  points  in 
the  U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI).  Restricted 
to  traffic  originating  at  or  destined  to  the 
facilities  of  Purex  Corporation.  (Hearing 
site:  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  135944  (Sub-5F),  filed  May  27, 

1980.  Applicant:  RODGERS  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  1310  S.  West  St,  Indianapolis,  IN 
46204.  Representative:  Donald  W.  Smith, 
P.O.  Box  40248,  Indianapolis,  IN  46240. 
Transporting:  General  commodities 
(except  those  of  unusual  value,  Classes 
A  &  B  explosives,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment),  (1)  Between 
Indianapolis,  IN  and  Springfield,  IL,  over 
U.S.  Highway  36  serving  all  intermediate 
points  and  the  off-route  points  of 
Charleston,  Mattoon  and  Taylorsville, 

IL  (2)  Between  Indianapolis,  IN  and 
Peoria,  IL  over  Interstate  Highway  74, 
serving  all  intermediate  points,  and  the 
off-route  points  of  Clinton,  Lincoln, 
Monticello,  Mossville  and  Pekin,  IL 
(Hearing  site:  Indianapolis,  IN.) 

Note. — The  proposed  routes  are 
intermediate  points  on  applicant’s  present 
overhead  route  between  Indianapolis,  IN.  and 
Jacksonville,  IL 

MC  138635  (Sub-105F),  filed  June  6, 
1980.  Applicant:  CAROLINA  WESTERN 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  3995, 

Gastonia,  NC  28052.  Representative:  W. 
C.  Sutton,  P.O.  Box  3995,  Gastonia,  NC 
28052.  Transporting:  General 
Commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value,  Classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the  • 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment), 
between  points  in  the  U.S.  restricted  to 
traffic  originating  at  or  destined  to  the 
facilities  of  K-Mart  Apparel 
Corporation.  (Hearing  site:  Los  Angeles, 
CA  or  Atlanta,  GA.) 

MC  139464  (Sub-2F),  filed  May  28, 
1980.  Applicant:  BASS  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  Rt.  2,  Box  64-A,  Altavista,  VA 
24517.  Representative:  Frank  B.  Hand, 
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Jr.,  Box  C,  Berryville,  VA  22611. 
Transporting:  Masonry  surface  coatings, 
binders  and  tape  from  the  facilities  of 
Crist  Masonry  Products  Company  near 
New  Market,  VA,  to  points  in  OR. 
(Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  140294  (Sub-14F),  filed  June  9, 

1980.  Applicant:  GENERAL  FREIGHTS, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  1946,  Middleburg  Pike, 
Hagerstown,  MD  21740.  Representative: 
Edward  N.  Button,  580  Northern  Ave., 
Hagerstown,  MD  21740.  Transporting: 
Glassware,  glass  ceramic  ware, 
laminated  glassware,  and  electrical 
appliances,  and  parts  and  accessories, 
between  the  facilities  of  Coming  Glass 
Works  at  or  near  Greencastle,  PA,  and 
Hagerstown,  MD.  Applicant  intends  to 
tack  authority  sought  herein  with 
existing  authority,  and  to  interline  traffic 
with  connecting  carriers.  (Hearing  site: 
Hagerstown,  MD.) 

MC  140484  (Sub-79F),  filed  June  2, 

1980.  Applicant:  LESTER  COGGINS 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  69,  Fort 
Myers,  FL  33902.  Representative:  Frank 
T.  Day  (same  as  above).  Transporting 
boxed  meat,  moving  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration, 
from  the  facilities  of  the  Standard  Meat 
Company  at  or  near  Fort  Worth,  TX,  to 
points  in  the  U.S.  (except  points  in  AL, 
FL,  GA,  HI,  and  VI.)  (Hearing  site:  Fort 
Worth,  TX,  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  143605  (Sub-lF),  filed  May  27, 

1980.  Applicant:  B  &  M  EXPRESS,  INC., 
1800  S.  Portland,  Oklahoma  City,  OK 
73108.  Representative:  William  P. 

Parker,  Suite  815-East,  The  Oil  Center, 
2601  Northwest  Expressway,  Oklahoma 
City,  OK  73112.  Transporting:  (1)  tires, 
tire  parts,  inner  tubes  and  inner  tube 
parts  and  (2)  materials,  equipment  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  of  commodities  in  (1)  above, 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  between 
the  facilities  of  Dayton  Tire  &  Rubber 
Company  at  or  near  Oklahoma  City,  OK, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  LA.  (Hearing  site:  Oklahoma 
City  or  Tulsa,  OK.) 

MC  145515  (Sub-llF),  filed  June  27, 
1980.  Applicant:  GREENE’S  CARTAGE 
CO.,  INC.,  1934  Avalon  Ave.,  Muscle 
Shoals,  AL  35660.  Representative: 

Robert  E.  Bom,  Suite  508, 1447  Peachtree 
St.,  N.E.,  Atlanta,  GA  30309. 
Transporting  trailers;  parts  and 
accessories  for  trailers;  steel;  tires; 
tubes;  and  materials,  equipment  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
trailers,  between  Muscle  Shoals,  AL,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  the  U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI).  (Hearing 
site:  Birmingham,  AL  or  Atlanta,  GA.) 

MC  146694  (Sub-2F),  filed  June  3, 1980. 
Applicant:  CARPET  DISTRIBUTION. 
INC.,  712  E.  Broadway,  West  Memphis, 


AR  72301.  Representative:  Thomas  G. 
Montgomery,  P.O.  Box  781,  West 
Memphis,  AR  72301.  Transporting 
carpet,  rugs,  and  soft  surface  pile  fabric, 
between  points  in  Whitfield,  Murray, 
and  Catoosa  Counties,  GA;  Shelby 
County,  TN  and  Crittenden  County,  AR. 
(Memphis,  TN  or  Little  Rock,  AR.) 

MC  146974  (Sub-8F),  filed  June  3, 1980. 
Applicant:  WILLIAM  V.  THOMAS,  P.O. 
Box  10238,  Albuquerque,  NM  87184. 
Representative:  Randall  R.  Sain  (same 
as  applicant).  Transporting:  (1)  Iron  and 
steel  articles,  between  points  in  AR,  AZ, 
CA,  CO,  KS,  LA,  MT,  NM.  NV,  OK,  TX, 
UT,  and  WY;  (2)  plastic  articles, 
between  points  in  AR,  AZ,  CA,  CO,  KS, 
LA,  MT,  NM,  NV,  OK,  TX,  UT,  and  WY; 
(3)  gypsum,  gypsum  wallboard,  gypsum 
wall  board  paper,  joint  system  materials 
and  supplies  used  in  the  application 
thereof,  between  points  in  AZ,  CA,  CO, 
NM,  OK,  and  TX;  (4)  lumber,  wood 
products  and  composition  board, 
between  points  in  AZ,  CA,  CO,  KS,  MT, 
NM,  NV,  OK,  TX,  UT,  and  WY;  and  (5) 
toofing,  roofing  products  and  insulation, 
between  points  in  AZ,  CA,  CO,  NM,  NV, 
OK,  TX,  and  UT.  (Hearing  site: 
Albuquerque,  NM.) 

MC  147074  (Sub-18F),  filed  May  22, 
1980.  Applicant:  E  Z  FREIGHT  LINES,  a 
corporation,  70-76  Gould  Street, 

Bayonne,  NJ  07002.  Representative: 
Anthony  E.  Young,  29  South  LaSalle 
Street,  Suite  350,  Chicago,  IL  60603. 
Transporting:  Building  materials,  from 
the  facilities  of  Revere  Aluminum 
Products,  Inc.  at  or  near  Franklin  Park, 

IL  to  points  in  AL,  AR,  CT,  FL,  GA,  IN, 

IA,  MS,  SC,  SD,  KS,  KY,  LA,  MD,  MA. 

MI,  MN,  MO.  NE,  NH,  NJ,  NY,  NC.  ND, 
OH,  OK,  PA,  TN,  TX,  VA,  WV,  DE,  and 
WI.  (Hearing  site:  Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  149155  (Sub-4F),  filed  June  3, 1980. 
Applicant:  JOHN  W.  PEPPER  d.b.a. 
MIDWEST  CARTAGE  COMPANY,  Box 
318,  Atchison,  KS  66002.  Representative: 
Charles  J.  Kimball,  350  Capitol  Life 
Center,  1600  Sherman  St.,  Denver,  CO 
80203.  Transporting  (1)  cartons  and 
paper  products,  and  (2)  materials  and 
supplies  used  in  connection  with  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  of 
commodities  in  (1),  from  the  facilities  of 
Westvaco,  Container  Division,  at  or 
near  Kansas  City,  KS  to  points  in  IA, 

MO,  and  NE.  (Hearing  site:  Kansas  City, 
KS.) 

MC  150054  (Sub-lF),  filed  May  22, 

1980.  Applicant:  J.  W.  CROWLEY, 
DWAYNE  CROWLEY,  AND  DONALD 
CROWLEY  d.b.a.  J.  W.  CROWLEY  & 
SONS,  P.O.  Box  533,  Dove  Creek  Co 
81324.  Representative:  John  T.  Wirth,  717 
17th  Street,  Suite  2600,  Denver,  CO 
80202.  Transporting:  (1)  Such 
merchandise  as  is  dealt  in  by  wholesale, 


retail  and  chain  grocery  and  food 
business  houses,  and  (2)  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture,  distribution  and  sale  of  the 
products  in  (1)  above;  restricted  in  (1) 
and  (2)  above  against  the  transportation 
of  commodities  in  bulk;  between  points 
in  AZ.  CA,  CO,  ID.  NM,  NV,  OR,  UT, 

TX,  and  WA.  (Hearing  site:  Denver, 

CO.) 

Note. — Applicant  seeks  to  convert  its 
contract  carrier  to  common  carrier  authority. 

MC  150294  (Sub-2F),  filed  May  27, 

1980.  Applicant:  HAROLD  A.  CORBIN, 
R.R.  No.  2,  Manhattan,  IL  60442 
Representative:  Abraham  A.  Diamond, 

29  South  La  Salle  Street,  Chicago,  IL 
60603.  Transporting  Steel  and  Metal 
Products,  (a)  Between  the  facilities  of 
Nelsen  Wire  Co.  in  or  near  Bensenville, 
IL,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other 
points  in  AR,  CT,  FL,  IL,  IN,  IA,  KY,  MI, 
MN,  MO,  OH,  PA,  TN,  TX,  VA  and  WI; 
and  (b)  Between  the  facilities  of  New 
Process  Steel  Corporation  at 
Schaumburg,  IL,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  IL,  IN,  IA,  KY,  MI, 
MN,  MO,  OH,  OK,  PA,  TN,  TX,  WI,  and 
AR.  (Hearing  site:  Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  150434  (Sub-lF),  filed  May  29, 

1980.  Applicant:  COUNTRY  WIDE 
TRUCK  SERVICE,  INC.,  1110  South 
Reservoir  St.,  Pomona,  CA  91766. 
Representative:  Paul  M.  Daniell,  P.O. 

Box  872,  Atlanta,  GA  30301  Transporting 
general  commodities  (except  those  of 
unusual  value,  classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk 
and  those  requiring  special  equipment), 
from  points  in  CA  to  points  in  the  U.S.  in 
and  east  of  WI,  EL,  MO,  AR,  and  LA 
(except  FL,  GA,  SC,  NC,  VA  and  AL), 
restricted  to  traffic  having  a  prior 
movement  by  water.  (Hearing  site:  Los 
Angeles,  CA.) 

Volume  No.  229 

Decided:  June  23, 1980. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  Number 
3,  Members  Parker,  Fortier  and  Hill. 

MC  1824  (Sub-124F),  filed  May  27, 

1980.  Applicant:  PRESTON  TRUCKING 
COMPNAY,  INC.,  151  Easton  Boulevard, 
Preston,  MD  21655.  Representative: 
Thomas  M.  Auchincloss,  Jr.,  700  World 
Center  Building,  918  Sixteenth  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington,  DC  20006. 
Transporting  General  commodities 
(except  those  of  unusual  value,  classes 
A  &  B  explosives,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment)  (1)  between  South 
Bend,  IN  and  Cincinnati,  OH:  from 
South  Bend  over  US  Hwy  31  to  junction 
US  Hwy  30,  then  over  US  Hwy  30  to 
junction  I-Hwy  75,  the  over  I-Hwy  75  to 
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Cincinnati,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  (2)  between  Toledo,  OH  and 
Cincinnati,  OH:  (a)  over  I-Hwy  75,  (b) 
from  Toledo  over  I-Hwy  75  to  junction 
OH  Hwy  15,  then  over  OH  Hwy  15  to 
junction  US  Hwy  23,  then  over  US  Hwy 
23  to  junction  I-Hwy  71,  then  over  I-Hwy 
71  to  Cincinnati,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  (3)  between  Cleveland  and 
Cincinnati,  OH:  over  I-Hwy  71,  serving 
all  intermediate  points  on  the  above 
specified  routes,  and  as  off-route  points, 
all  points  in  OH  on  and  west  of  I-Hwy 
71.  Applicant  intends  to  tack  authority 
sought  with  authority  held  under  Docket 
No.  MC 1824  and  all  subs  thereunder. 
Applicant  intends  to  interline  with 
present  connecting  carriers  at 
authorized  points  including  but  not 
limited  to  Ft.  Wayne,  IN,  Norfolk,  VA, 
Baltimore,  MD  and  Chicago,  EL  (Hearing 
site:  Columbus,  OH  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  2245  (Sub-14F),  filed  May  27, 1980. 
Applicant:  THE  O.  K.  TRUCKING 
COMPANY,  3000  E.  Crescentville  Road, 
Cincinnati,  OH  45241.  Representative: 
Robert  H.  Kinker,  314  West  Main  St., 

P.O.  Box  484,  Frankfort,  KY  40602. 
Transporting  iron  and  steel  rough 
forgings  and  castings,  serving  Bushnell, 
IL  as  an  off-route  point  in  connection 
with  applicant’s  regular  route  authority, 
restricted  to  traffic  originating  at  or 
destined  to  the  facilities  of  Bendix 
Heavy  Vehicle  Systems  Group  at  or 
near  Frankfort,  KY.  (Hearing  site: 
Cleveland  or  Cincinnati,  OH.) 

MC  2934  (Sub-72F),  filed  May  6, 1980. 
Applicant:  AERO  MAYFLOWER 
TRANSIT  CO.,  INC.,  9998  North 
Michigan  Road,  Carmel,  IN  46032. 
Representative:  James  L.  Beattey,  300 
East  Fall  Creek  Parkway,  Suite  403, 
Indianapolis,  IN  46205.  Transporting 
Office  furniture  and  (2)  commodities 
used  in  the  manufacture  and  distribution 
of  the  commodities  in  (1),  from 
Warrensburg,  MO,  to  points  in  AL,  AR, 
CT,  DC,  DE,  FL  GA.  LA,  IL,  IN,  KY,  KS, 
LA,  MA,  ME,  MD,  MI,  MO,  MS,  NC,  NH, 
NJ,  NY,  OH,  OK,  PA,  RI,  SC,  TN,  TX, 

VT,  WI  and  WV.  (Hearing  site: 
Indianapolis,  IN.) 

MC  29555  (Sub-106F),  filed  May  27, 
1980.  Applicant:  BRIGGS 
TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  a  corporation, 
N-400  Griggs-Midway  Building,  St.  Paul, 
MN  55104.  Representative:  Winston  W. 
Hurd  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Transportating:  General  commodities 
(except  those  of  unusual  value,  classes 
A  and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  commodities 
requiring  special  equipment),  serving  Mt. 
Vernon,  IN,  as  an  off-route  point  in 
connection  with  carrier’s  authorized 


regular  route  authority.  (Hearing  sites: 
Minneapolis,  MN  or  Evansville,  IN.) 

MC  30844  (Sub-684F),  Filed  May  19, 
1980.  Applicant:  KROBLIN 
REFRIGERATED  XPRESS,  INC.,  P.O. 

Box  21222,  Tulsa,  OK  74121. 
Representative:  John  P.  Rhodes,  P.O. 

Box  5000,  Waterloo,  LA  50704. 
Transporting:  such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  or  used  by  automotive  supply, 
household  appliance  and  general 
merchandise  stores  (except  foodstuffs 
and  commodities  in  bulk),  between 
points  in  the  US  in  and  east  of  MN,  IA, 
NE,  KS,  OK  and  TX,  restricted  to  traffic 
originating  at  or  destined  to  the  facilities 
of  Western  Auto  Supply  Company. 
(Hearing:  Kansas  City,  MO.) 

MC  30844  (Sub-685F),  Filed  May  27, 
1980.  Applicant:  KROBLIN 
REFRIGERATED  XPRESS,  INC.,  P.O. 

Box  21222,  Tulsa,  OK  74121. 
Representative:  John  P.  Rhodes,  P.O. 

Box  5000,  Waterloo,  IA  50704. 
Transporting:  (1)  Air  cleaners  and  filters 
used  in  internal  combustion  engines, 
mufflers,  tail  pipes,  exhaust  pipes,  and 
(2)  parts  and  accessories  for  the 
commodities  in  (1)  from  Cresco, 

Oelwein,  and  Grinnell,  IA;  Dixon,  IL: 
Kirksville  and  Chillicothe,  MO; 

Frankfort,  IN,  Minneapolis,  MN  and 
Nicholasville,  KY  to  points  in  the  U.S. 
(except  AK  and  HI),  and  (2)  materials 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
the  commodities  named  in  (1)  from 
points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI)  to 
Cresco,  Oelwein  and  Grinnell,  IA; 

Dixon,  EL;  Kirksville  and  Chillicothe, 

MO;  Frankfort,  IN;  Minneapolis,  MN  and 
Nicholasville,  KY,  restricted  in  (1)  and 
(2)  to  traffic  originating  at  or  destined  to 
the  facilities  of  Donaldson  Company, 

Inc.  at  the  indicated  points.  (Hearing:  St. 
Paul,  MN.) 

MC  30844  (Sub-686F),  Filed  June  2, 
1980.  Applicant:  KROBLIN 
REFRIGERATED  XPRESS,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  21222,  Tulsa,  OK  74121. 
Representative:  John  P.  Rhodes,  P.O. 

Box  5000,  Waterloo,  IA  50704. 
Transporting:  conduit  outlet  boxes,  pipe 
hangers,  conduit  fittings,  channel  and 
commodities  that  are  dealt  in  by 
electrical  contractors  and  distributors. 
(A)  from  Pittsburgh,  PA  to  Athens,  TN; 
Houston,  TX;  Cerritos  and  Oakland,  CA; 
Seattle,  WA;  Chicago,  IL;  Carteret,  NJ; 
Boston,  MA  and  Cincinnati,  OH.  (B) 
from  Athens,  TN  to  Pittsburgh,  PA; 
Carteret,  NJ;  Boston,  MA;  Houston,  TX; 
Cerritos  and  Oakland,  CA;  Seattle,  WA 
and  Cincinnati,  OH.  (C)  Between 
Goshen,  IN  and  Oakland,  CA.  (Hearing: 
Pittsburgh,  PA.) 

MC  30844  (Sub-687F),  Filed  June  2, 
1980.  Applicant:  KROBLIN 


REFRIGERATED  XPRESS.  INC.,  P.O. 

Box  21222,  Tulsa,  OK  74121. 
Representative:  John  P.  Rhodes,  P.O. 

Box  5000,  Waterloo,  IA  50704. 
Transporting:  such  materials  and 
supplies  as  are  used  or  dealt  in  by 
manufacturers  and  distributors  of  paints 
and  paint  products,  between  Newark, 

NJ,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
Gallatin,  TN,  restricted  to  traffic 
originating  at  or  destined  to  facilities 
utilized  by  John  L.  Armitage  Co.  at  the 
named  points.  (Hearing:  New  York,  NY 
or  Washington,  D.C.) 

MC  30844  (Sub-688F),  filed  June  2, 

1980.  Applicant:  KROBLIN 
REFRIGERATED  XPRESS,  INC.,  P.O. 

Box  21222,  Tulsa,  OK  74121. 
Representative:  John  P.  Rhodes,  P.O. 

Box  5000,  Waterloo.  IA  50704. 
Transporting:  wearing  apparel,  and 
materials,  supplies  and  equipment  used 
in  the  manufacture  and  distribution  sale 
of  wearing  apparel,  from  Goldsboro, 
Wilmington,  Asheville,  Raleigh,  Ranlo, 
Durham,  Landis,  Salisbury,  Ramseur, 
Charlotte,  Winston-Salem,  Greenville, 
Fairmont,  and  Statesville,  NC  to 
Minneapolis,  MN,  and  from 
Minneapolis,  MN.  to  points  in  NC  and 
SC,  restricted  to  the  transportation  of 
traffic  originating  at  the  facilities  of 
Munsingwear,  Inc.  and  destined  to  the 
above  named  destinations.  (Hearing: 
Minneapolis,  MN.) 

MC  30844  (Sub-689F),  filed  June  2, 

1980.  Applicant:  KROBLIN 
REFRIGERATED  XPRESS,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  21222,  Tulsa,  OK  74121. 
Representative:  John  P.  Rhodes,  P.O. 

Box  5000,  Waterloo,  IA  50704. 
Transporting:  foodstuffs  and  materials 
and  supplies  used  in  business  houses, 
from  Indianapolis,  IN;  Kansas  City,  KS; 
Lyons,  IL  and  Dorsey,  MD  to 
Minneapolis,  MN:  Kansas  City,  KS; 
Dallas  and  Houston,  TX;  Elk  Grove 
Village,  IL;  Maryland  Heights,  MO; 
Cincinnati,  OH;  Romulus,  MI;  Rochester, 
NY;  McKees  Rocks,  PA;  Philadelphia, 
PA;  Englewood,  NJ;  Norwood,  MA; 
Landover,  MD;  Greensboro,  NC;  Forest 
Park,  GA;  Orlando,  FL;  Harahan,  LA; 
Waterloo,  LA;  Lincoln,  NE;  Somerset, 

KY;  Appalachia  and  Wytheville,  VA, 
restricted  to  traffic  originating  at  or 
destined  to  the  facilities  of  John  Sexton 
&  Co.  at  the  above  named  origins  and 
destinations.  (Hearing  site:  Chicago,  IL) 

MC  56244  (Sub-108F),  filed  May  27. 
1980.  Applicant:  KUHN 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  98,  R.D.  #2,  Gardners,  PA 
17324.  Representative:  J.  Bruce  Walter, 
410  North  Third  Street,  P.O.  Box  1146, 
Harrisburg,  PA  17108.  Transporting  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by  grocery 
and  food  business  houses  (except 
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commodities  in  bulk)  between  points  in 
PA.  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  IA,  IL,  IN,  MI,  MO,  and  TN, 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  or  destined  to  the  facilities 
of  Dauphin  Distribution  Services  Co. 
(Hearing  site:  Harrisburg,  PA  or 
Washington,  DC.) 

MC  85934  (Sub-120F),  filed  May  22. 
1980.  Applicant:  MICHIGAN 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY,  a 
corporation,  3801  Wyoming,  P.O.  Box 
248,  Dearborn,  MI  48120.  Representative: 
Edwin  M.  Snyder,  22375  Haggerty  Road, 
P.O.  Box  400,  Northville,  MI  48187. 
Transporting:  iron  and  steel  articles 
from  the  facilities  of  Northwestern  Steel 
and  Wire  Company  at  or  near  Sterling 
and  Rock  Falls,  IL,  to  points  in  the  U.S. 
on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
mouth  of  the  Mississippi  River,  and 
extending  along  the  Mississippi  River  to 
its  junction  with  the  western  boundary 
of  Itasca  County,  MN,  thence  northward 
along  the  western  boundaries  of  Itasca 
and  Koochiching  Counties,  MN,  to  the 
international  boundary  line  between  the 
United  States  and  Canada  and  points  in 
IA.  KS,  MN,  MO,  NE.  ND,  OK,  SD.  and 
TX.  (Hearing  site:  Chicago,  IL  or 
Washington,  D.C.) 

MC  96324  (Sub-40F),  filed  May  19. 

1980.  Applicant:  GENERAL  DELIVERY, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  1810,  Fairmont,  WV 
26554.  Representative:  Mel  P.  Booker,  Jr., 
110  South  Columbus  St.,  Alexandria,  VA 
22314.  Transporting:  glassware  between 
Dunkirk,  IN,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  Point  Marion,  PA.  Applicant 
intends  to  tack  with  its  existing  regular 
route  authority.  (Hearing  site:  Pittsburgh, 
PA  or  Washington.  DC.) 

MC  106674  (Sub-487F),  filed  May  8, 
1980.  Applicant:  SCHILU  MOTOR 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  123,  Remington, 

IN  47977.  Representative:  Jerry  L 
Johnson  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting:  Refractories,  refractory 
products,  insulation,  insulating 
materials,  materials  equipment  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture, 
distribution  and  installation  of  these 
commodities  between  the  facilities  of  A. 
P.  Green  Refractories  Company,  Inc.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  the  U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI).  (Hearing 
site:  Chicago,  IL  or  Indianapolis,  IN.) 

MC  106674  (Sub-488F),  filed  May  27, 
1980.  Applicant:  SCHILU  MOTOR 
UNES,  INC.,  P.O.  Bex  123,  Remington. 
IN  47977.  Representative:  Jerry  L 
Johnson  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting:  preservatively  treated 
forest  products,  from  Louisville,  MS; 
Jackson,  TN  and  Pensacola,  FL  to  points 
in  IL,  IN,  KY,  MI,  OH,  PA,  NY.  WI.  MO. 
KS,  IA,  and  NE.  (Hearing  site:  Chicago, 
IL,  or  Indiar  ipolis,  IN.) 


MC  106674  (Sub-489F),  filed  June  4. 

1980.  Applicant:  SCHILU  MOTOR 
LIENS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  123,  Remington, 

IN  47977.  Representative:  Jerry  L 
Johnson  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting:  (1)  containers,  container 
closures,  glassware,  packaging 
products,  container  components  and 
scrap  materials  and  (2)  materials 
equipment,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  of  the 
commodities  in  (1)  between  points  in  the 
U.S.  in  and  east  of  ND,  SD,  NE,  KS,  OK, 
and  TX,  restricted  in  (1)  and  (2)  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at  or 
destined  to  the  facilities  of  Owens- 
Illinois,  Inc.  (Hearing  site:  Chicago,  IL,  or 
Indianapolis,  IN.) 

MC  106674  (Sub-490F),  filed  June  4, 
1980.  Applicant:  SCHILU  MOTOR 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  123,  Remington, 

IN  47977.  Representative:  Jerry  L 
Johnson  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting:  paper  and  plastic  articles 
(except  in  bulk)  from  the  facilities  of 
American  Can  Company  at  Lexington, 

KY  to  points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK  & 

HI).  (Hearing  site:  Chicago,  IL  or 
Indianapolis,  IN.) 

MC  107445  (Sub-37F),  filed  May  29, 
1980.  Applicant:  UNDERWOOD 
MACHINERY  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  940 
West  Troy  Avenue,  Indianapolis,  IN 
46203.  Representative:  K.  Clay  Smith 
P.O.  Box  33051,  Indianapolis,  IN  46203. 
Transporting:  (1)  conveyors  and 
elevators  and  (2)  materials,  equipment, 
supplies  and  accessories  used  in  the 
manufacture,  distribution  and 
installation  of  the  commodities  in  (1), 
from  the  facilities  of  Uft-A-Loft 
Corporation,  at  or  near  Muncie,  IN  to 
points  in  the  U.S.  (including  AK,  but 
excluding  HI),  restricted  to  traffic 
originating  at  the  named  facilities. 
(Hearing  site:  Indianapolis,  IN  or 
Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  107515  (Sub-1358F),  filed  May  15, 
1980.  Applicant:  REFRIGERATED 
TRANSPORT  CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  308, 
Forest  Park,  GA  30050.  Representative: 
Alan  E.  Serby,  3390  Peachtree  Road, 

N.E.,  5th  Floor-Lenox  Towers  South, 
Atlanta,  GA  30326.  Transporting  frozen 
foods  from  points  in  Shelby  County,  TN 
to  points  in  ND,  SD,  NE,  KS,  CO,  OK, 

TX,  MN,  WI,  IA,  MO,  AR,  LA,  ME,  NH. 
and  VT.  (Hearing  site:  Memphis,  TN.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  are  involved. 

MC  107515  (Sub-1359F),  filed  May  15. 
1980.  Applicant:  REFRIGERATED 
TRANSPORT  CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  308, 
Forest  Park,  GA  30050.  Representative: 
Alan  E.  Serby,  Esq.,  3390  Peachtree 
Road,  N.E.,  5th  Floor-Lenox  Towers 
,  South,  Atlanta,  GA  30328.  Transporting 
such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by 
drug  stores  and  cosmetic  dealers  (except 


commodities  in  bulk),  from  the  facilities 
of  Clairol,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Dallas,  TX  to 
points  in  LA.  (Hearing  site:  New  York, 
NY.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  are  involved. 

MC  107515  (Sub-1360F),  filed  May  15, 
1980.  Applicant:  REFRIGERATED 
TRANSPORT  CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  308, 
Forest  Park,  GA  30050.  Representative: 
Alan  E.  Serby,  3390  Peachtree  Road, 

N.E.,  5th  Floor — Lenox  Towers  South, 
Atlanta,  GA  30326.  Transporting  such 
merchandise  as  is  dealt  in  by  drug, 
grocery  and  food  business  houses 
(except  in  bulk),  from  Grand  Prairie,  TX 
to  points  in  OK,  LA,  MS,  AR,  and  TN, 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  the  facilities  utilized  by 
Warner-Lambert  Company,  its 
subsidiaries  and  divisions,  at  Grand 
Prairie,  TX,  and  destined  to  the  points 
named.  (Hearing  site:  New  York,  NY.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  are  involved. 

MC  109324  (Sub-53F),  filed  May  20, 
1980.  Applicant:  GARRISON  MOTOR 
FREIGHT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1278,  Harrison, 
AR  72601.  Representative:  Francis  W. 
Mclnemy,  Suite  502, 1000  6th  St.,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20030.  Transporting 
general  commodities  (except  those  of 
unusual  value,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission,  classes  A 
and  B  explosives,  commodities  in  bulk, 
and  those  requiring  special  equipment): 
(1)  Between  Durant,  OK,  and  Denison, 
TX,  serving  all  intermediate  points:  over 
U.S.  Hwy  75;  (2)  Serving  points  in 
Fannin,  grayson,  and  Cooke  Counties, 
TX;  Bryan  County,  OK;  Magnolia,  AR; 
and  Plain  Dealing,  LA,  as  intermediate 
or  off-route  points  in  connection  with 
carrier’s  authorized  regular  routes, 
restricted  against  handling  traffic  solely 
between  any  two  points  in  Texas. 
(Hearing  site:  Dallas,  TX,  or 
Washington,  DC.) 

MC  109584  (Sub-214F),  filed  June  2, 
1980.  Applicant:  ARIZONA-PACIFIC 
TANK  LINES,  a  corporation,  3980 
Quebec  St.,  P.O.  Box  7240,  penver,  CO 
80207.  Representative:  Robert  P.  Tyler 
(same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  cottonseed  oil,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  Calipatria,  CA  to 
Houston,  TX.  (Hearing  site:  Phoenix,  AZ 
or  Los  Angeles,  CA.) 

MC  114055  (Sub-lOF),  filed  May  27, 
1980.  Applicant:  RAY  KOLNIK,  d.b.a. 
RAY  KOLNIK  TRUCKING,  Route  No.  1 
Prairie  View  Rd.,  Walworth,  WI  53184. 
Representative:  Joseph  E.  Ludden,  324 
Exchange  Bldg.,  La  Crosse,  WI  54601. 
Contract  carrier,  transporting  (1)  bottle 
caps  and  bottles  and  glass,  from 
Chicago,  IL,  to  La  Crosse,  WI;  and  (2) 
bottles  and  glass,  from  Plainfield  and 
Gurnee,  IL,  to  La  Crosse,  WI.  (Hearing 
site:  La  Crosse,  WI,  or  St.  Paul,  MN.) 
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MC 114284  (Sub-94F),  filed  June  10, 
1980.  Applicant:  FOX-SMYTHE 
TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  P.O.  Box 
82307,  Oklahoma  City,  OK  73108. 
Representative:  John  E.  Jandera,  P.O. 

Box  1979,  Topeka,  KS  66601. 
Transporting:  Meats,  Meat  Products, 
Meat  By  Products,  and  Articles 
Distributed  by  Meat  Packinghouses,  as 
described  in  Sections  A  and  C  of 
Appendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  (81  M.C.C. 
209  and  766)  (except  hides  and 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  the  facilities 
utilized  by  MBPXL  Corporation  at  or 
near  Tolleson,  AZ,  to  points  in  AR,  CA. 
CO,  IL,  IA,  KS,  LA,  MN,  MO,  NE.  NV. 
NM,  OK,  SD,  TX  and  WI,  restricted  to 
traffic  originating  at  the  named  origin 
and  destined  to  the  named  destinations. 
(Hearing  site:  Oklahoma  City,  OK; 
Kansas  City,  MO.) 

MC  115654  (Sub-196F),  filed  June  2. 
1980.  Applicant:  TENNESSEE 
CARTAGE  CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  23193, 
Nashville,  TN  37202.  Representative: 
Henry  Seaton,  929  Pennsylvania 
Building,  425  Thirteenth  St.,  N.W., 
Washington,  DC  20004.  Transporting:  (1) 
suck  commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by 
grocery  and  food  business  houses, 
drugstores,  variety  and  department 
stores’ (except  commodities  in  bulk),  and 
(2)  materials,  equipment  and  supplies 
used  in  the  conduct  of  such  businesses 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  between 
points  in  AL  AR,  GA,  IL,  IN,  KY,  LA, 
MO,  MS,  OH,  TN,  WV,  that  part  of  MI 
on  and  south  of  Michigan  Hwy  21,  that 
part  of  WI  on  and  south  of  U.S.  Hwy  10, 
that  part  of  VA  on  and  west  of  U.S.  Hwy 
21,  that  part  of  NC  on  and  west  of  U.S. 
Hwy  29,  that  part  of  SC  on  and  west  of 
U.S.  Hwy  21  beginning  at  the  NC-SC 
state  line  to  Columbia,  SC  and  then  Hwy 
20  from  Columbia  to  the  SC-GA  state 
line,  and  Kansas  City,  KA.  (Hearing  site: 
Nashville  and  Memphis,  TN.) 

MC  118745  (Sub-27F),  filed  May  28, 
1980.  Applicant:  JOHN  PFROMMER, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  307,  Douglassville,  PA 
19518.  Representative:  Theodore 
Polydoroff,  Suite  301, 1307  Dolley 
Madison  Boulevard,  McLean,  VA  22101. 
Contract  carrier,  transporting  petroleum 
coke,  from  Philadelphia,  PA, 

Wilmington,  DE  and  Camden,  NJ,  to 
points  in  DE,  MD,  NY,  PA,  VA  and  WV, 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
International  Minerals  and  Chemical 
Corporation  of  Des  Plains,  IL  (Hearing 
site:  Philadelphia,  PA.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  are  involved. 

MC  119974  (Sub-95F),  filed  June  2. 
1980.  Applicant:  L  C.  L.  TRANSIT 
COMPANY,  a  corporation,  949  Advance 
St.,  Green  Bay,  WI  54304. 
Representative:  L  F.  Abel,  P.O.  Box  949, 


Green  Bay,  WI  54305.  Transporting  (1) 
such  merchandise  as  is  dealt  in  by 
grocery  stores,  food  business  houses, 
and  agricultural  feed  business  houses, 
soy  products,  dry  flour  paste,  and  dairy 
products;  and  (2)  materials,  equipment, 
ingredients  and  supplies  used  with  the 
commodities  in  (1)  (except  commodities 
in  bulk),  between  points  in  IL  IA,  IN, 

KY,  MI,  MN,  MO,  OH.  WI.  and  Kansas 
City,  KS,  restricted  to  traffic  originating 
at  or  destined  to  facilities  used  by 
Ralston  Purina  Company.  (Hearing  site: 
Chicago,  IL,  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  125894  (Sub-22F),  filed  May  19, 

1980.  Applicant:  J  &  R  SCHUGEL 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  310  N.  Water  Street, 
New  Ulm,  MN  56073.  Representative: 
Robert  S.  Lee,  1000  First  National  Bank 
Bldg.,  Minneapolis,  MN  55402. 
Transporting:  (1)  such  commodities 
dealt  in  by  manufacturers  of  feed  and 
feed  ingredients  and  (2)  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  of  the 
commodities  in  (1)  (a)  between  points  in 
AR.  CO,  IN.  IL  IA,  KS,  MI.  MN,  MO, 

MT,  NE,  ND,  OH,  SD,  TN  and  WI,  and 
(b)  between  points  in  KY,  NC,  PA,  VA 
and  WV,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  AR,  CO,  IL  IN,  IA,  KS, 

MI,  MN,  MO,  MT,  NE,  ND,  OH,  SD.  TN 
and  WI.  (Hearing  site:  St.  Paul,  MN.) 

MC  127974  (Sub-22F),  filed  May  18. 
1980.  Applicant:  P.  LIEDTKA 
TRUCKING.  INC.,  110  Patterson 
Avenue,  Trenton,  NJ  08610. 
Representative:  Alan  Kahn  and  Barry  D. 
Kleban,  1430  Land  Title  Building, 
Philadelphia,  PA  19110.  Transporting: 
pads  and  padding,  and  materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
pads  and  padding  (except  commodities 
in  bulk),  between  the  facilities  of 
Conwed  Corporation  at  Delanco,  NJ,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  CT.  DC,  DE,  MA,  ME.  MD,  NC,  NH, 

NY,  OH,  PA,  RI,  VA,  VT,  and  WV. 
(Hearing  site:  Philadelphia,  PA  or 
Washington,  DC.) 

MC  128544  (Sub-SF),  filed  June  2, 198a  ' 
Applicant:  IOWA  STEEL  EXPRESS, 

INC.,  1600  C  Avenue  NW„  P.O.  Box 
1304,  Cedar  Rapids,  IA  52406. 
Representative:  Richard  P.  Moore,  2720 
First  Avenue  NE.,  P.O.  Box  1943,  Cedar 
Rapids,  IA  52406.  Transporting:  iron  and 
steel  articles,  from  Chicago,  IL  to  points 
in  CO.  (Hearing  site:  Denver,  CO.) 

MC  135605  (Sub-13F),  filed  May  19. 
1980.  Applicant:  WILKINSON 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  25,  Barton, 
AR  72312.  Representative:  R.  Connor 
Wiggins,  Jr.,  Suite  909, 100  N.  Main  Bldg., 
Memphis,  TN  38103.  Transporting:  (A) 
Iron  and  steel  articles  from  Burns 
Harbour,  IN,  to  St.  Louis,  MO,  restricted 
to  traffic  originating  at  Burns  Harbour, 


IN,  and  destined  to  the  facilities  of 
Baldor  Electric  Company,  at  St.  Louis, 
MO.  (B)  (1)  lighting  fixtures  and  parts 
and  accessories  from  facilities  of  Gibson 
Metalux  Corporation  at  or  near 
Americus,  GA,  to  points  in  the  U.S.  and 
(2)  materials,  supplies  and  parts,  used  in 
(1)  from  points  in  the  U.S.  to  the 
facilities  of  Gibson  Metalux  Corporation 
at  or  near  Americus,  GA.  (C)  foodstuffs, 

( except  meat,  meat  products,  meat  by¬ 
products,  not  frozen,  and  commodties  in 
bulk),  (1)  from  the  facilities  of  Vlasic 
Foods,  Inc.  at  Greenville,  MS.  to  points 
in  NM.  CO,  KS.  MO,  IL  IN,  OH.  TN.  KY. 
GA,  FL  AL  AR,  TX,  OK.  LA.  and 
Millsboro,  DE;  (2)  from  facilities  of 
Vlasic  Foods,  Inc.  at  Millsboro,  DE,  to 
points  in  NC,  SC,  VA.  WV,  PA,  NJ,  NY, 
VT,  NH,  ME,  MA.  CT,  RI,  OH,  MD,  and 
DC;  and  (3)  between  the  facilities  of 
Vlasic  Foods,  Inc,  at  Bridgeport, 

Memphis  and  Imlay  City,  MI,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other.  Greenville,  MS 
and  Millsboro,  DE.  (D)(1)  Plywood  from 
the  facilities  of  McKnight  Plywood,  Inc. 
at  or  near  Helena,  AR,  to  points  in  AL 
KS,  MS,  OK,  TN,  and  TX;  (2)  Particle 
board  from  points  in  LA  and  OK  to  the 
facilities  of  McKnight  Plywood,  Inc.  at 
or  near  Helena,  AR;  and  (3)  Veneer  from 
New  Albany,  IN,  to  the  facilities  of 
McKnight  Plywood,  Inc.,  at  or  near 
Helena,  AR.  (E)(1)  such  merchandise  as 
distributed  by  wholesale  and  retail 
outlets,  between  the  facilities  of 
American  Olean  Tile  at  or  near  Fayette, 
AL  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI); 
and  (2)  tile  and  such  commodities  used 
in  the  distribution  and  installation 
thereof,  from  Cloverport  and  Lewisport, 
KY;  Quakertown  and  Lansdale,  PA;  - 
Jackson.  TN  and  Olean,  NY  to  points  in 
the  U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI).  (Hearing 
site:  Memphis,  TX.) 

MC  136635  (Sub-37F),  filed  April  25. 
1980.  Applicant:  UNIVERSAL 
CARTAGE,  INC.,  640  W.  Ireland  Road. 
South  Bend,  IN  46614.  Representative: 
Donald  W.  Smith,  P.O.  Box  40248, 
Indianapolis,  IN  46240.  Transporting: 
Paper  and  paper  products,  between  the 
facilities  of  Inland  Container 
Corporation  at  or  near  Cayuga,  IN,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  AL  AR,  CT.  DE,  GA.  IA,  KS,  MA,  MD, 
MN,  MS,  NE,  NJ.  NY.  NC,  PA,  RL  TN. 
VA,  WV,  and  WI.  (Hearing  site: 
Indianapolis,  IN.) 

MC  138824  (Sub-36F),  filed  May  8, 
1980.  Applicant:  REDWAY  CARRIERS. 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  104,  Waukegan,  IL  60085. 
Representative:  Paul  J.  Maton,  Ten  S. 
LaSalle  Street,  Suite  1620,  Chicago,  IL 
60603.  Contract  carrier,  transporting:  ice 
melting  compounds,  fertilizer  and 
fertilizer  ingredients,  (except  in  bulk), 
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and  insulation  and  insulation  materials, 
between  Kenosha,  WI  and  points  in  IL 
and  IN,  under  continuing  contract  with 
Koos,  Inc.  of  Kenosha,  WI.  (Hearing  site: 
Chicago,  IL.) 

MC 139615  (Sub-34F),  filed  May  23, 
1980.  Applicant:  D.R.S.  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  29,  Oskaloosa,  IA  52577. 
Representative:  Larry  D.  Know,  600 
Hubbell  Building,  Des  Moines,  IA  50309. 
Transporting:  (1)  iron  and  steel  articles, 
and  (2)  equipment,  materials,  and 
supplies  (except  commodities  in  bulk) 
used  in  the  manufacture  and  distribution 
of  the  commodities  in  (1),  between 
Wilton,  IA,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK  and 
HI).  (Hearing  site:  Des  Moines,  IA.) 

MC  141124  (Sub-56F),  filed  May  23, 
1980.  Applicant:  EVANGELIST 
COMMERCIAL  CORP.,  P.O.  Box  15000, 
Wilmington,  DE 19850.  Representative: 
Boyd  B.  Ferris,  50  W.  Broad  St., 
Columbus,  OH  43215.  Transporting 
paper  and  paper  products,  and 
materials,  equipment  and  supplies 
(except  in  bulk),  used  by  or  dealt  in  by 
manufacturers  of  paper  products, 
between  the  facilities  of  Champion 
International  Corporation  in  the  U.S.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  the  U.S.,  states  in  and  east  of  ND,  SD, 
NE,  CO  and  New  Mexico.  (Hearing  site: 
Cincinnati,  OH.) 

MC  142364  (Sub-39F),  filed  May  19, 
1980.  Applicant:  KENNETH  SAGELY, 
d.b.a.  SAGELY  PRODUCE,  P.O.  Box  368, 
Van  Buren,  AR  72956.  Representative: 
Don  Garrison,  P.O.  Box  1065, 

Fayetteville,  AR  72701.  Transporting 
such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or 
used  by  discount  and  variety  stores — 
from  points  in  AL  GA,  IL,  IN,  KS,  KY, 

MI,  NJ.  NY,  OH,  PA.  TN,  and  WI— to  the 
facilities  of  Wal-Mart  Stores,  Inc.,  at  or 
near  Bentonville  and  Searcy,  AR  and 
Palestine,  TX.  (Hearing  site:  Ft.  Smith, 
AR.) 

MC  145475  (Sub-2F),  filed  May  27, 

1980.  Applicant:  FRONTIER  LEASING, 
INC.,  Route  7,  Box  173,  Joplin,  MO  64801. 
Representative:  Bruce  McCurry,  910 
Plaza  Towers,  Springfield,  MO  65804. 
Contract  carrier,  transporting  Aluminum 
billets,  ingots  and  sows;  aluminum 
extrusions;  scrap  metals;  steel  shot  in 
drums  (not  ammunition);  ferro  silicon; 
ferro  manganese;  compound  foundry 
core;  silicasand  in  bags,  barrels  or 
boxes;  furnace  kiln  lining;  and 
temperature  bonding  (1)  between 
Monett,  MO,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  AL,  AZ,  AR,  CA,  CO, 
FL  GA,  IL,  IN,  IA,  KY,  KS,  LA,  MI,  MN, 
MS.  MO,  NB,  NM,  OH,  OK,  SE,  TN,  TX, 
UT,  WV,  WI,  and  WY,  and  (2)  between 
Pryor,  OK,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  AL,  GA,  IL,  IN,  KY,  MI, 


MO,  OH,  OK,  TN  and  WI,  restricted 
against  transportation  of  commodities  in 
dump  vehicles,  under  continuing 
contracts  with  Wells  Aluminum,  Inc., 
Division  of  Revere  Copper  &  Brass,  Inc. 
of  Monett,  MO,  and  Pryor  Foundry,  Inc., 
Pryor,  OK.  (Hearing  site:  Kansas  City  or 
St.  Louis,  MO.) 

MC  145545  (Sub-5F),  filed  may  28, 

1980.  Applicant:  CENTURY  REEFER 
SERVICE,  INC.,  8  Main  Street, 

Salisbury,  MA  01950.  Representative: 
Chester  A.  Zyblut,  366  Executive 
Building,  1030, 15th  St.  N.W., 

Washington,  DC  20005.  Transporting 
Garden  tractors  and  attachments,  from 
Bradley,  IL  to  points  in  PA,  NJ,  NY,  RI, 
CT,  MA,  ME,  NH  and  VT.  (Hearing  site: 
Washington,  DC.) 

MC  145944  (Sub-4F),  filed  June  2, 1980. 
Applicant:  H  &  N  TRANSPORT,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  148,  Cottage  Grove,  WI  53527. 
Representative:  James  A.  Spiegel,  Olde 
Towne  Office  Park,  6425  Odana  Road, 
Madison,  WI  53719.  Contract  carrier, 
transporting  fertilizer,  in  bulk,  from 
Fulton,  IL,  to  points  in  IA  and  WI,  under 
a  continuing  contract(s)  with  Agrico 
Chemical  Company,  of  Tulsa,  OK. 
(Hearing  site:  Madison,  WI.) 

MC  145944  (Sub-5F),  filed  June  3, 1980. 
Applicant:  H  &  N  TRANSPORT,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  148,  Cottage  Grove,  WI  53527. 
Representative:  James  A.  Spiegel,  Esq., 
Olde  Towne  Office  Park,  6425  Odana 
Road,  Madison,  WI  53719.  Contract 
carrier,  transporting  liquid  fertilizer,  in 
bulk,  from  East  Dubuque,  IL  and 
Winona,  MN  to  points  in  IA  and  WI, 
under  a  continuing  contract(s)  with  N- 
ReN  Corporation,  of  East  Dubuque,  IL 
(Hearing  site:  Madison,  WI.) 

MC  146004  (Sub-2F),  filed  May  30, 

1980.  Applicant:  YOWELL 
TRANSPORTATION  SERVICE,  INC., 
1840  Cardington  Rd.,  Dayton,  OH  45409. 
Representative:  Jerry  B.  Sellman,  50  W. 
Broad  St.,  Columbus,  OH  43215.  (1) 
Transporting  corrugated  steel  roll-up 
doors,  and  (2)  equipment,  materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  installation  of  the 
commodities  in  (1),  from  Lebanon,  OH, 
to  points  in  CT,  DE,  IL  IN,  IA,  KY,  ME, 
MD,  MA,  MI,  MN.  MO,  NH,  NJ,  NY,  PA, 
RI,  TX,  VT,  VA,  WV,  and  WI.  (Hearing 
site:  Columbus,  OH,  or  Washington, 

DC.) 

MC  146765  (Sub-4F),  filed  May  28, 

1980.  Applicant:  DAYTON 
ENTERPRISES,  INC.,  110  First  Avenue, 
Clarence,  IA  52216.  Representative:  , 
Donald  S.  Mullins,  1033  Graceland 
Avenue,  Des  Plaines,  IL  60016. 
Transporting  (1)  iron  and  steel  articles, 
from  the  facilities  of  North  Star  Steel 
Company  located  at  or  near  Monroe,  MI; 
Newport,  MN;  and  Wilton,  IA;  to  points 
in  the  U.S.  except  AK  and  HI;  (2) 


materials,  equipment  and  supplies 
(except  commodities  in  bulk)  used  in  the 
distribution,  sale,  and  manufacture  of 
iron  and  steel  articles,  in  the  reverse 
direction.  (Hearing  site:  Des  Moines,  IA 
or  Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  147315  (Sub-3F),  filed  May  27, 

1980.  Applicant:  TRIWAYS,  INC.,  2455 
East  27th  St.,  Los  Angeles,  CA  90058. 
Representative:  William  Davidson,  2455 
East  27th  St.,  Vernon,  CA  90058. 

Contract  carrier,  transporting  wearing 
apparel  on  hangers,  loose,  between 
Carson,  CA  and  Salt  Lake  City,  UT, 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with  K- 
Mart  Apparel  Corp.  Carson,  CA. 

(Hearing  site:  Los  Angeles,  CA.) 

MC  148245  (Sub-lF),  filed  May  28, 

1980.  Applicant:  HENRY  ANDERSEN 
OF  TEXAS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1129, 

Stratford,  TX  79084.  Representative: 
Chester  A.  Zyblut,  366  Executive 
Building,  1030  Fifteenth  St.,  N.W., 
Washington,  DC  20005.  Transporting 
meats,  meat  products,  meat  byproducts 
and  articles  distributed  by  meat  packing 
houses,  from  the  facilities  of  National 
Beef  Packing  Company  at  or  near 
Liberal,  KS,  to  points  in  the  U.S.  (except 
AK  and  HI),  restricted  to  traffic 
originating  at  the  named  origin.  (Hearing 
site:  Dallas,  TX.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  148544  (Sub-lF),  filed  May  28, 

1980.  Applicant:  TOMAHAWK 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  Route  4,  Tomahawk, 
WI  54487.  Representative:  Nancy  J. 
Johnson,  103  East  Washington  Street, 
P.O.  Box  218,  Crandon,  WI  54520. 
Transporting  pulpboard,  paper 
containers,  and  materials,  equipment 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture 
and  distribution  of  pulpboard  and  paper 
containers  between  points  in  IL  IN,  MI, 
MN,  IA,  OH,  WI,  and  MO  restricted  to 
traffic  originating  at  or  destined  to  the 
facilities  of  Owens-Illinois,  Inc.  (Hearing 
site:  Minneapolis-St.  Paul,  MN;  Madison, 
WI.) 

MC  148705  (Sub-2F),  filed  May  19, 

1980.  Applicant:  TWIN  CONTINENTAL 
TRANSPORT  CORP.,  5738  Olson 
Highway,  Minneapolis,  MN  55422. 
Representative:  Stephen  F.  Grinnell, 

1000  First  National  Bank  Bldg., 
Minneapolis,  MN  55402.  Transporting: 
meats,  meat  products  meat  byproducts, 
and  articles  destributed  by  meat 
packinghouses  between  Omaha  and 
Fremont,  NE;  Sioux  Falls,  SD  and  points 
in  MN,  WI,  IA  and  IL  on  the  one  hand 
and,  on  the  other,  Chicago,  IL,  Sioux 
City,  IA  and  points  in  FL.  (Hearing  site: 
Minneapolis-St.  Paul,  MN.) 

MC  148835  (Sub-2F),  filed  May  27, 
1980.  Applicant:  O.  D.  TRANSPORTERS, 
INC.,  821  N.  Vine  St.,  Harrison,  AR 
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72601.  Representative:  }ay  C.  Miner,  P.O. 
Box  313,  Harrison,  AR  72601.  Contract 
transporting  (1)  fiberglass  tanks  and 
fiberglass  parts  and  (2)  materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
fiberglass  tanks  and  parts  between  the 
facilities  of  Tankinectics,  Inc.  at 
Harrison,  AR,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK 
and  HI)  under  continuing  contract(s) 
with  Tankinectics,  Inc.  (Hearing  site: 
Harrison,  AR.) 

Volume  No.  241 

Decided:  June  13, 1980. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  Number 
2,  Members  Chandler,  Eaton  and  Liberman. 

MC  26396  (Sub-362F),  filed  May  20, 
1980.  Applicant:  THE  WAGGONERS 
TRUCKING,  a  corporation,  P.O.  Box  , 
31357,  Billings,  MT  59107. 

Representative:  Bradford  E.  Kistler,  P.O. 
Box  82028,  Lincoln,  NE  68501. 
Transporting  lubricating  oil,  in  barrels, 
(a)  from  ports  of  entry  on  the 
International  boundary  line  between  the 
U.S.  and  Canady  in  MT;  and  (b)  from 
points  in  SD,  CA  and  OK,  to  points  in 
MT,  ND  and  WY.  (Hearing  site:  Billings, 
MT  or  Lincoln,  NE.) 

MC  29886  (Sub-374F),  filed  May  20, 
1980.  Applicant:  DALLAS  &  MAVIS 
FORWARDING  CO.,  INC.,  4314  39th 
Avenue,  Kenosha,  WI  53142. 
Representative:  Paul  F.  Sullivan,  711 
Washington  Bldg.,  Washington,  DC 
20005.  Transporting  (1)  commodities  the 
transportation  of  which,  because  of  size 
or  weight,  requires  the  use  of  special 
equipment,  and  (2)  self-propelled 
articles  each  weighing  15,000  lbs,  or 
more,  when  transported  on  trailers, 
between  points  in  CT,  DE,  EL,  IN,  KA, 
KY,  MD,  ME,  MA.  MI,  MO,  NJ.  NY.  OH. 
PA,  RI,  VT,  WV,  VA,  WI  and  DC. 
(Hearing  site:  Chicago,  IL  or 
Washington,  DC.) 

MC  41116  (Sub-83F),  filed  May  12, 
1980.  Applicant:  FOGLEMAN  TRUCK 
LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1504,  Crowley,  LA, 
70526.  Representative:  Austin  L. 
Hatchell,  801  Vaughn  Bldg.,  Austin,  TX, 
78701.  Contract  carrier,  transporting 
pulpboard,  from  Pineville,  LA,  to 
Natchez,  MS,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Pine  Kraft,  a  Division  of 
Bodcaw  Co.  (Hearing  site:  Lake  Charles 
or  Lafayette,  LA.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  51146  (Sub-844F),  filed  May  18, 
1980.  Applicant:  SCHNEIDER 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  2298, 
Green  Bay,  WI  54306.  Representative: 
Matthew  J.  Reid,  Jr.  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Transporting  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in,  or  used,  by 
manufacturers  and  distributors  of 


laminated  plastic  and  wood  products 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  between 
the  facilities  of  Fiberesin  Industries,  Inc., 
at  Ashippun  and  Oconomowoc,  WL  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  the  U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI).  (Hearing 
site:  Milwaukee,  WI.) 

MC  51146  (Sub-845F),  filed  May  16, 
1980.  Applicant:  SCHNEIDER 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  2298, 

Green  Bay,  WI  54306.  Representative: 
Matthew  J.  Reid,  Jr.  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Transporting  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in,  or  used,  by 
manufacturers  and  distributors  of 
photographic  equipment  and  materials, 
between  the  facilities  of  Eastman  Kodak 
Company  at  Rochester,  NY;  Oak  Brook, 
EL;  Chamblee,  GA;  and  Dayton,  NJ. 
(Hearing  site:  New  York,  NY.) 

MC  51146  (Sub-846F),  filed  May  16, 
1980.  Applicant:  SCHNEIDER 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  2298, 

Green  Bay,  WI  54306.  Representative: 
Matthew  J.  Reid,  Jr.  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Transporting  glass  products 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  from  the 
facilities  of  Pittsburgh  Coming 
Corporation,  at  (a)  Port  Alleghany,  PA, 
and  (b)  Sedalia,  MO,  to  points  in  AL, 

AR,  FL,  GA,  IL,  IN,  LA,  KS,  KY,  LA,  ML 
MN,  MS,  MO,  NE,  NC,  OH,  OK,  SC,  TN, 
TX,  WV,  and  WI.  (Hearing  site: 
Philadelphia,  PA.) 

MC  51146  (Sub-850F),  filed  April  19. 
1980.  Applicant:  SCHNEIDER 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  2298, 

Green  Bay,  WI  54306.  Representative: 
Matthew  J.  Reid,  Jr.  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Transporting  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in,  or  used,  by 
manufacturers  and  distributors  of  school 
and  office  furniture,  from  points  in  the 
U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI),  to  the  facilities 
of  Valley  School  Suppliers,  Inc.,  at 
points  in  WI.  (Hearing  site:  Milwaukee, 
WI.) 

MC  55847  (Sub-llF),  filed  May  30, 

1980.  Applicant:  TRP,  INC.,  3320  South 
Third  Street,  Philadelphia,  PA  19148. 
Representative:  James  W.  Patterson, 

1200  Western  Savings  Bank  Bldg., 
Philadelphia,  PA  19107.  Contract  carrier. 
Transporting  (1)  foodstuffs  and  pet 
foods,  from  the  facilities  of  Nabisco, 

Inc.,  at  Philadelphia,  PA  to  points  in  DE, 
MD,  NJ,  and  DC  and  (2)  materials, 
equipment,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  of 
foodstuffs  and  pet  foods  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  in  the  reverse 
direction,  under  continuing  contract(s)  in 
(1)  and  (2)  with  Nabisco,  Inc.  (Hearing 
site:  Philadelphia,  PA.) 

MC  67156  (Sub-7F),  filed  May  22, 1980. 
Applicant:  CONTAINER  TRANSPORT 
CO.,  Division  of  Fibreboard 
Corporation,  Foot  of  Fourth  Street  (P.O. 


Box  1409).  Representative:  P.W.  Pollock 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Contract 
carrier,  transporting  (1)  paper  and  paper 
articles,  having  a  subsequent  movement 
by  water,  in  sea  van  containers,  from 
Antioch,  CA,  to  Oakland  and  San 
Francisco,  CA  and  (2)  sea  van 
containers,  in  the  reverse  direction, 
under  continuing  contract(s)  in  (1)  and 
(2)  with  Korea  Marine  Transport  Co., 
Inc.,  and  Sea-Land  Service,  Inc., 

(Hearing  site:  Oakland  or  San  Francisco, 
CA.) 

MC  100666  (Sub-532F),  filed  May  19, 
1980.  Applicant:  MELTON  TRUCK 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  7666,  Shreveport, 
LA  71107.  Representative:  Wilburn  L 
Williamson,  Suite  615,  East,  The  Oil 
Center,  2601  Northwest  Expressway, 
Oklahoma  City,  OK  73112.  Transporting 
such  commodities  as  are  manufactured, 
dealt  in,  or  used,  by  manufacturers  or 
distributors  of  agricultural,  construction, 
and  industrial  equipment,  between 
Claremore,  OK,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK 
and  HI).  (Hearing  site:  Oklahoma  City, 
OK.) 

MC  104896  (Sub-62F),  filed  May  22, 
1980.  Applicant:  WOMELDORF,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  G,  Knox.  PA  16232. 
Representative:  James  W.  Patterson, 

1200  Western  Savings  Bank  Bldg., 
Philadelphia,  PA  19107.  Transporting 
such  commodities  as  are  manufactured, 
dealt  in,  or  used,  by  manufacturers  and 
distributors  of  containers  (except 
commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles), 
between  those  points  in  the  U.S.  in  and 
east  of  MN,  LA,  MO,  AR,  and  LA, 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  or  destined  to  the  facilities 
of  Glass  Containers  Corporation. 
(Hearing  site:  Philadelphia,  PA.) 

MC  105566  (Sub-223F),  filed  May  13, 
1980.  Applicant:  SAM  TANKSLEY 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1120,  Cape 
Girardeau,  MO  63701.  Representative: 
Thomas  F.  Kilroy,  Suite  406,  Executive 
Bldg.,  6901  Old  Keene  Mill  Rd., 
Springfield,  VA  22150.  Transporting 
acids,  adhesives,  adjusters,  alcohols 
(except  alcoholic  liquors),  tanners, 
cleaning,  scouring  and  washing 
compounds,  fuel  oil,  pesticides,  washing 
compounds,  deodorants,  disinfectants, 
depilatory,  feeds,  feed  supplements, 
paints,  plasticizers,  solvents,  petroleum 
products,  plastics  (other  than  expanded) 
plastic  or  rubber  articles,  sizing,  sludge, 
and  textile  softeners  (except  in  bulk), 
from  the  facilities  of  Rohm  and  Haas 
Company,  at  (a)  Los  Angeles  and 
Hayward,  CA,  (b)  Calumet  City,  Morton 
Grove,  and  Niles,  IL  (c)  Louisville,  KY, 
(d)  Bristol,  Croydon  and  Philadelphia, 
PA,  (e)  Knoxville,  TN,  and  (f)  Dallas  and 
Houston,  TX,  to  points  in  AL,  AR,  CT, 
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DE,  IA,  KS,  LA,  MD,  MA,  MS,  MO,  NE, 

NJ,  NM,  NY,  NC,  ND,  OK,  PA,  SD,  VA, 
WV,  and  WY.  (Hearing  site: 

Philadelphia,  PA,  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC 111967  (Sub-9F),  filed  May  19, 

1980.  Applicant:  CADDELL  TRANSIT 
CORP.,  P.O.  Box  146,  Lawton,  OK  73501. 
Representative:  Wilburn  L.  Williamson, 
Suite  615-East,  The  Oil  Center,  2601 
Northwest  Expressway,  Oklahoma  City, 
OK  73112.  Transporting  petroleum  and 
petroleum  products,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  Graham,  TX,  to  points  in 
OK.  (Hearing  site:  Oklahoma  City,  OK.) 

MC  112266  (Sub-14F),  filed  May  23, 
1980.  Applicant:  CRAYCRAFT 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  U.S.  Rt.  30,  Rt.  #2, 
Upper  Sandusky,  OH  43351. 
Representative:  James  M.  Burtch,  100  E. 
Board  St.,  Columbus,  OH  43215. 
Transporting  (1)  electric  motors  and 
generators,  (2)  materials  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  the  commodities  in  (1) 
above,  and  (3)  wire,  between  the 
facilities  of  Westinghouse  Electric  Corp., 
at  or  near  (a)  Bellefontaine,  Lima,  Upper 
Sandusky,  and  West  Carrollton,  OH, 
and  (b)  Union  City,  IN,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  HON,  IA, 

KY,  MI,  OH,  and  PA.  (Hearing  site: 
Columbus,  OH.) 

MC  116947  (Sub-83F),  filed  May  20, 
1980.  Applicant:  SCOTT  TRANSFER 
CO.,  INC.,  920  Ashby  Street,  SW., 
Atlanta,  GA  30310.  Representative: 

Virgil  H.  Smith,  Suite  12, 1587  Phoenix 
Boulevard,  Atlanta,  GA  30349.  Contract 
carrier,  transporting  general 
commodities  (except  household  goods 
as  defined  by  the  Commission,  classes  A 
and  B  explosives,  commodities  in  bulk, 
and  those  requiring  special  equipment), 
between  the  facilities  used  by  Franklin 
Chemical  Industries,  Inc.,  and  its 
subsidiaries,  at  or  near  Columbus,  OH, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI), 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Franklin  Chemical  Industries,  Inc. 
(Hearing  site:  Atlanta,  GA.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  117416  (Sub-70F),  filed  May  22, 
1980.  Applicant:  NEWMAN  & 
PEMBERTON  CORP.,  2007  University 
Avenue,  N.W.,  Knoxville,  TN  37921. 
Representative:  Herbert  Alan  Dubin,  818 
Connecticut  Avenue,  NW,  Washington, 
DC  20006.  Transporting  minerals  and 
earth  concentrates  (except  commodities 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles),  from  the 
facilities  of  J.  M.  Huber  Corporation,  at 
or  near  Etowah,  TN,  to  points  in  GA, 

KY,  IL,  IN,  MI,  and  OH.  (Hearing  site: 
Washington,  DC.) 

MC  118776  (Sub-48F),  filed  May  19, 
1980.  Applicant:  GULLY 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  3820 


Wisman  Lane,  Quincy,  IL  62301. 
Representative:  Herman  W.  Huber,  101 
East  High  Street,  Jefferson  City,  MO 
56101.  Transporting  (1)  scrap  aluminum 
and  aluminum  foil,  from  the  facilities  of 
Alufoil  Packaging  Co.,  Inc.,  at  Fort 
Madison,  IA,  to  Terre  Haute,  IN,  and  (2) 
aluminum  foil,  in  the  reverse  direction. 
(Hearing  site:  St.  Louis,  MO,  or 
Springfield,  IL.) 

MC  119567  (Sub-17F),  filed  May  19, 
1980.  Applicant:  EMPIRE  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  2007  Overland,  Boise,  ID  83705. 
Representative:  Timothy  R.  Stivers, 
P.O.Box  162,  Boise,  ID  83701. 

Transporting  lime,  and  lime  aggregates, 
in  bulk,  from  points  in  Canyon  County, 
ID,  to  points  in  Malheur  County,  OR. 
(Hearing  site:  Boise,  ID.) 

MC  123987  (Sub-36F),  filed  May  19, 
1980.  Applicant:  JEWETT  SCOTT 
TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  Box  87,  Mangum, 

OK  73554.  Representative:  Richard 
Hubbert,  P.O.  Box  10236,  Lubbock,  TX 
79408.  Transporting  (1)  wire  products, 
and  (2)  materials,  equipment  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  of  wire 
products,  between  Madill,  OK,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
AR,  AZ,  CO,  IA,  IL,  IN,  KS,  LA,  MO,  NE, 
NM,  ND,  SD,  TX,  and  WY.  (Hearing  site: 
Oklahoma  City,  OK,  or  Dallas,  TX.) 

MC  129086  (Sub-30F),  filed  May  22, 
1980.  Applicant:  SPENCER  TRUCKING 
CORP.,  Rte.  2,  Box  254A,  Keyser,  WV 
26726.  Representative:  Dixie  C. 
Newhouse,  1329  Pennsylvania  Avenue, 
Hagerstown,  MD  21740.  Transporting 
materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  of  glass 
and  glass  products,  from  points  in  MD, 
VA,  WV,  OH,  PA,  and  DC,  to  Keyser, 
WV,  and  Cumberland,  MD.  (Hearing 
site:  Keyser,  WV.) 

MC  136657  (Sub-2F),  filed  May  19, 

1980.  Applicant:  I.  FRED  ROGERS 
TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  5520  Stoneleigh 
Drive,  Knoxville,  TN  37912. 
Representative:  M.  C.  Ellis,  Chattanooga 
Freight  Bureau,  Inc.,  1001  Market  Street, 
Chattanooga,  TN  37402.  Contract 
carrier,  transporting  cement  and  mortar 
mixes,  in  bags,  from  the  facilities  of 
Louisville  Cement  Company,  at  or  near 
Knoxvile,  TN,  to  points  in  GA,  KY,  NC, 
SC,  and  VA,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Louisville  Cement 
Company.  (Hearing  site:  Knoxville,  or 
Nashville,  TN.) 

MC  136786  (Sub-226F),  filed  May  19, 
1980.  Applicant:  ROBCO 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  4475  N.E. 

3rd  Street,  Des  Moines,  IA  50313. 
Representative:  Stanley  C.  Olsen,  Jr., 
7400  Metro  Boulevard,  Suite  411,  Edina, 
MN  55435.  Transporting  roasted  peanuts 
and  peanut  products,  from  points  in  GA, 
to  points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK,  GA,  FL 


and  HI).  (Hearing  site:  Atlanta,  GA  or 
Minneapolis,  MN.) 

MC  136786  (Sub-227F),  filed  May  19, 
1980.  Applicant:  ROBCO 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  4475  N.E. 
Third  Street,  Des  Moines,  IA  50313. 
Representative:  Stanley  C.  Olsen,  Jr., 

7400  Metro  Boulevard,  Suite  411,  Edina, 
MN  55435.  Transporting  frozen 
foodstuffs,  from  Buffalo,  NY,  to  points  in 
the  U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI).  (Hearing 
site:  Minneapolis,  MN,  or  Buffalo,  NY.) 

MC  136786  (Sub-228F),  filed  May  6, 
1980.  Applicant:  ROBCO 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  4475  N.E. 

3rd  Street,  Des  Moines,  IA  50313. 
Representative:  Stanley  C.  Olsen,  Jr., 

7400  Metro  Boulevard,  Suite  411,  Edina, 
MN  55435.  In  foreign  commerce  only, 
transporting  chocolate  confectionery 
from  those  ports  of  entry  on  the 
international  boundary  line,  at  Port 
Huron  and  Detroit,  MI,  to  points  in  the 
U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI).  (Hearing  site: 
Minneapolis,  MN.) 

MC  138157  (Sub-24lF),  filed  May  19, 
1980.  Applicant:  SOUTHWEST 
EQUIPMENT  RENTAL,  INC.,  d.b.a. 
SOUTHWEST  MOTOR  FREIGHT,  P.O. 
Box  9596,  Chattanooga,  TN  37412. 
Representative:  Patrick  E.  Quinn  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Transporting 
lamp  posts  and  fabricated  metal  articles 
(except  commodities  which,  by  reason 
of  size  or  weight,  require  the  use  of 
special  equipment)  from  Philadelphia, 
PA,  to  points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK  and 
HI),  restricted  to  traffic  originating  at  the 
facilities  of  Gross  Metal  Products,  Inc. 
(Hearing  site:  Philadelphia,  PA.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  138676  (Sub-16F),  filed  May  20, 
1980.  Applicant:  O-J  TRANSPORT  CO., 
a  corporation,  10290  Gratiot,  Detroit,  MI 
48213.  Representative:  Robert  E. 
McFarland,  999  West  Big  Beaver  Road, 
Suite  1002,  Troy,  MI  48084.  Transporting 
materials,  supplies,  and  equipment  used 
in  the  manufacture  of  motor  vehicles, 
from  Ft.  Wayne,  IN,  to  Detroit,  MI. 
(Hearing  site:  Detroit,  MI.) 

MC  139206  (Sub-74F),  filed  May  19, 

'  1980.  Applicant:  F.M.S.  • 

TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  2564  Harley 
Drive,  Maryland  Heights,  MO  63043. 
Representative:  Laura  C.  Berry  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Contract  carrier, 
transporting  cleaning,  deodorizing  and 
freshening  compounds,  in  drums,  from 
points  in  CA,  OR  and  WA,  to  the 
facilities  of  Chemtec  Co.,  of  IL,  at  or 
near  Champaign,  IL,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Chemtec  Co.  of  IL. 
(Hearing  site:  St.  Louis,  MO  or 
Springfield,  IL.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 
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MC  139206  (Sub-75F),  filed  May  23, 
1980.  Applicant:  F.M.S. 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  2564  Harley 
Drive,  Maryland  Heights,  MO  63043. 
Representative:  Laura  C.  Berry  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Contract  carrier, 
transporting  watches,  cookware, 
microwave  ovens,  stereos,  television 
sets,  and  dated  advertising  material, 
from  points  in  CA,  IL,  NJ,  TN  and  WI,  to 
the  facilities  of  Marketing  Associates  of 
America,  Inc.,  at  St.  Louis  and  Kansas 
City,  MO,  under  continuing  contract(s) 
with  Marketing  Associates  of  America, 
Inc.  (Hearing  site:  St.  Louis  or  Jefferson 
City,  MO.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  139457  (Sub-25F),  filed  May  19, 
1980.  Applicant:  G.  L.  SKIDMORE, 
d.b.a.,  JELLY  SKIDMORE  TRUCKING 
CO.,  P.O.  Box  38,  Paris,  TX  75460. 
Representative:  Paul  D.  Angenend,  P.O. 
Box  2207,  Austin,  TX  78768.  Contract 
carrier,  transporting  canned  foodstuffs, 
from  the  facilities  of  the  Owatonna 
Canning  Company,  at  or  near 
Owatonna,  MN,  to  points  in  CO,  NM 
and  TX,  under  continuing  contract(s) 
with  Owatonna  Canning  Company,  of 
Owatonna,  MN.  (Hearing  site:  Dallas. 

TX  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  141546  (Sub-34F),  filed  May  16, 
1980.  Applicant:  BULK  TRANSPORT 
SERVICE,  INC.,  One  Dundee  Park, 
Andover,  MA  01810.  Representative: 
Kenneth  B.  Williams,  84  State  Street, 
Boston,  MA  02109.  Transporting 
construction  materials,  in  bulk,  in  dump 
vehicles  from  points  in  NY,  ME,  VT,  NH, 
RI,  CT,  PA,  and  NJ,  to  points  in  ME,  NH, 
VT,  MA.  CT.  RI,  NY,  NJ,  and  PA. 
(Hearing  site:  Boston,  MA.) 

MC  142757  (Sub-8F),  filed  May  22, 

1980.  Applicant:  ROBERTSON 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  100,  Elkhart, 
KS  67950.  Representative:  Clyde  N. 
Christey,  Ks  Credit  Union  Bldg.,  1010 
Tyler,  Suite  110L,  Topeka,  KS  66612. 
Transporting  dry  urea,  from  the  facilities 
of  Cominco  American,  Inc.,  at  or  near 
Borger,  TX,  to  points  in  CO,  KS,  OK,  NE, 
and  NM.  (Hearing  site:  Kansas  City, 
MO.) 

MC  143267  (Sub-112F),  filed  May  19. 
1980.  Applicant:  CARLTON 
ENTERPRISES.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  520, 
Mantua,  OH  44255.  Representative:  Neal 
A.  Jackson,  1156 15th  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20005.  Transporting 
iron  and  steel  articles,  aluminum 
articles,  and  building  materials  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  those  points 
in  the  U.S.,  in  and  east  of  MN,  LA,  NE, 
KS,  OK,  and  TX,  to  those  points  in  OH, 
on,  north,  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  OH-WV  State  line,  and  extending 
along  U.S.  Hwy  30  to  junction  OH  Hwy 
4  and  then  along  OH  Hwy  4  to  Lake 


Erie.  (Hearing  site:  Cleveland,  OH  or 
Washington,  DC.) 

MC  143276  (Sub-33F),  filed  May  23, 
1980.  Applicant:  WEAVER 
TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  a  corporation, 
5452  Oakdale  Road,  Smyrna,  GA  30080. 
Representative:  James  L.  Brazee,  Jr.,  P.O. 
Box  32309,  Decatur,  GA  30032. 
Transporting  (1)  cement,  masonry 
mortar  mix,  and  chemical  hydrated 
lime,  and  (2)  materials  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  the  commodities  in  (1) 
above,  between  the  facilities  of  Martin 
Marietta  Cement  Company,  in  Fulton 
County,  GA,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  AL,  FL,  NC,  SC,  and 
TN.  (Hearing  site:  Atlanta,  GA.) 

MC  143656  (Sub-5F),  filed  May  20, 

1980.  Applicant:  GOLD  LEAF 
TRUCKING  CO.,  a  corporation,  2927 
Retnag  Road,  Petersburg,  VA  23803. 
Representative:  William  H.  Robinson, 

Jr.,  1400  Ross  Building,  Richmond,  VA 
23219.  Contract  carrier,  transporting 
accessories  used  in  the  assembly  of 
silos,  from  Petersburg,  VA,  to  points  in 
DE.  MD,  NC,  TN,  WV,  PA,  and  VA, 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Southeastern  Silo  Company  of  Virginia, 
Inc.  (Hearing  site:  Richmond  or  Norfolk, 
VA.) 

MC  143927  (Sub-2F),  filed  May  22, 

1980.  Applicant:  BILL’S  DELIVERY 
SYSTEMS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  6223, 1701 
North  Iron  wood,  South  Bend,  IN  46660. 
Representative:  Constance  J.  Goodwin, 
Suite  800  Circle  Tower,  Five  East  Market 
Street,  Indianapolis,  IN  46204.  Contract 
carrier,  transporting  drugs, 
pharmaceutical  supplies,  hospital 
supplies,  and  health  care  and  beauty 
aids,  (1)  from  the  facilities  of  South  Bend 
Drug  Co.,  Inc.,  at  South  Bend,  IN,  to 
points  in  Barry  County,  MI,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  South  Bend 
Drug  Co.,  Inc.,  of  South  Bend,  IN;  and  (2) 
from  the  facilities  of  Ft.  Wayne  Drug 
Co.,  Inc.,  at  Ft.  Wayne,  IN,  to  points  in 
Hillsdale  and  Lenawee  Counties,  MI, 
and  points  in  Allen,  Auglaize,  Darke, 
Defiance,  Fulton,  Hancock,  Hardin, 
Henry,  Mercer,  Paulding,  Putnam, 
Shelby,  Van  Wert,  Williams  and  Wood 
Counties,  OH,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Ft.  Wayne  Drug  Co., 

Inc.  (Hearing  site:  Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  144186  (Sub-7F),  filed  May  16, 
1980.  Applicant:  DEARBORN’S  MOTOR 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  140  Epping  Road, 

Exeter,  NH  03833.  Representative: 

Robert  L.  Cope,  Suite  501, 1730  M  Street, 
NW,  Washington,  DC  20036.  Over 
regular  routes,  transporting  General 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  commodities  in 
bulk,  commodities  of  unusual  value  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment), 


between  Keene,  NH,  and  Greenfield, 

MA,  from  Keene  over  NH  Hwy  10  to  the 
NH-MA  State  line,  then  over  MA  Hwy 
10,  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  5,  and  then  over 
U.S.  Hwy  5  to  Greenfield,  MA,  serving 
all  intermediate  points,  and  serving  all 
points  in  NH  as  off-route  points  in 
conjunction  with  the  above  operations 
and  applicant’s  otherwise  authorized 
regular-route  operations.  (Hearing  site: 
Boston,  MA.) 

MC  144897  (Sub-8F),  filed  May  22, 

1980.  Applicant:  SUN  FRE1GHTWAYS, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  5386,  Lubbock,  TX  79417. 
Representative:  Richard  Hubbert,  P.O. 
Box  10236,  Lubbock,  TX  79408.  Over 
regular  routes,  transporting  general 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment), 
between  Amarillo  and  Lubbock,  TX, 
over  Interstate  Hwy  27,  serving  all 
intermediate  points.  (Hearing  site: 
Lubbock,  TX,  or  Amarillo,  TX.) 

MC  145067  (Sub-4F),  filed  May  22, 

1980.  Applicant:  LAWRENCE  E. 

SPAIDE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  111,  Avoca,  PA 
18647.  Representative:  Joseph  F.  Hoary, 
121  S.  Main  St.,  Taylor,  PA  18517. 
Transporting  (1)  wire  rope  and  (2) 
materials  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
wire  rope,  from  Exeter,  and  Kingston, 
PA,  and  points  in  Hanover  Township, 
PA,  to  Atlanta,  GA,  New  Orleans,  LA, 
Tulsa,  OK,  Houston,  TX,  Denver,  CO, 
Odessa,  TX,  Melvindale,  MI,  Addison, 
IL,  and  St.  Louis,  MO.  (Hearing  site: 
Philadelphia,  PA.) 

MC  145747  (Sub-7F),  filed  May  12, 
1980.  Applicant:  R  &  S  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  3601  Wyoming  Avenue,  Dearborn, 
MI  48120.  Representative:  Thomas  N. 
Hanna,  Suite  1290,  One  Valley  Square, 
Charleston,  WV  25301.  Transporting  fly 
ash,  from  Carbo,  VA,  to  points  in  WV, 
NC,  SC,  and  TN.  (Hearing  site: 
Charleston,  WV  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  145907  (3ub-4F),  filed  May  19, 
1980.  Applicant:  RICHARD  KILLIAN 
d.b.a.  KILLLAN  TRUCKING,  13575  St. 
Charles  Rock  Road,  St.  Louis,  MO  63044. 
Representative:  B.  W.  LaTourette,  Jr.,  11 
S.  Meramec,  Suite  1400,  St.  Louis,  MO 
63105.  Contract  carrier,  transporting  (1) 
dairy  products,  in  vehicles  equipped 
with  mechanical  refrigeration,  and  (2) 
materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  of  dairy 
products,  between  the  facilities  of 
Raskas  Dairy,  at  St.  Louis,  MO  and  of 
Nu-Wiles,  Ltd.,  in  St.  Louis  County,  Mo, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  to 
points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK,  HI,  NC, 
SC,  ND.  SD,  ME,  NH.  VT,  MA.  CT,  RI, 
DE,  MD,  and  the  DC)  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Raskas  Dairy,  Inc.,  and 
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Nu-Wiles,  Ltd.  (Hearing  site:  St.  Louis, 
MO,  or  Springfield,  IL.) 

MC  140176  (Sub-9F),  filed  May  15, 

1980.  Applicant:  J  &  L  TRANSPORT, 

INC.,  Route  1,  Box  306,  Almond,  WI 
54909.  Representative:  Wayne  W. 

Wilson,  150  East  Gilman  Street, 

Madison,  WI  53703.  Transporting  such 
commodities  as  are  distributed,  or  used, 
by  manufacturers,  converters,  and 
printers  of  paper  and  paper  products 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  from 
Menasha,  WI  and  the  facilities  of  the 
Wisconsin  Paper  Group,  Inc.,  near 
Menasha,  WI,  to  points  in  AZ,  CA,  NV, 
OR,  and  WA,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at 
the  above-named  origins.  (Hearing  site: 
Madison,  or  Neenah,  WI.) 

MC  146978  (Sub-3F),  filed  May  20, 

1980.  Applicant:  FOREWAY 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  6633  Lake 
Michigan  Drive,  Allendale,  MI  49401. 
Representative:  D.  Richard  Black,  Jr., 

7610  Cottonwood  Drive,  Jenison,  MI 
44428.  Transporting  (1)  paper  tapes  and 
(2)  equipment,  supplies,  and  materials 
used  in  the  manufacture  and  distribution 
of  paper  tapes  from  the  facilities  of 
Permacel,  Inc.,  at  New  Brunswick,  NJ,  to 
points  in  MI,  PA,  OH  and  IN,  restricted 
to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  the  above  named  origin 
and  destined  to  the  named  destinations. 
(Hearing  site:  Grand  Rapids,  Lansing,  or 
Detroit,  MI.) 

MC  147456  (Sub-lF),  filed  May  20, 

1980.  Applicant:  R.  E.  CHRISTIANSEN 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  4873  Wildwood  Dr., 
North  Bend,  OR  97459.  Representative: 
David  C.  White,  2400  S.W.  Fourth  Ave., 
Portland,  OR  97201.  Transporting  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by  farm 
supply  stores  (except  commodities  in 
bulk),  between  Tacoma,  WA,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Grants  Pass, 
Junction  City,  Medford,  Myrtle  Point, 
Roseburg,  and  Tillamook,  OR,  restricted 
to  traffic  originating  at  or  destined  to  the 
facilities  of  Western  Farmers 
Association.  (Hearing  site:  Tacoma, 
WA.) 

MC  147726  (Sub-lF),  filed  May  19, 
1980.  Applicant:  O’CONNELL 
ENTERPRISES,  INC.,  1247  Rio  Glen 
Drive,  Eugene,  OR  97401. 

Representative:  John  G.  McLaughlin, 
Suite  1440,  200  S.W.  Market  St., 

Portland,  OR  97201.  Transporting 
passengers  and  their  baggage,  in  the 
same  vehicle  with  passengers,  in  round- 
trip  special  or  charter  operations, 
beginning  and  ending-at  points  in  Lane 
County,  OR,  and  extending  to  points  in 
the  U.S.  (including  AK,  but  excluding 
HI).  (Hearing  site:  Eugene,  OR.) 

MC  147807  (Sub-lOF),  filed  May  22, 
1980.  Applicant:  TERESI  TRUCKING. 


INC.,  P.O.  Box  819  (900 Vi  Victor  Road), 
Lodi,  CA  95240.  Representative:  Eldon 
M.  Johnson,  650  California  Street,  Suite 
2808,  San  Francicco,  CA  94108. 
Transporting  (1)  military  equipment,  and 
(2)  supplies  used  in  the  testing  of  tank 
artillery,  between  Pomona,  CA,  and  the 
Fort  Bliss  Military  Reservation,  at  or 
near  El  Paso,  TX.  (Hearing  site:  San 
Francisco,  CA  or  Stockton,  CA.) 

MC  149127  (Sub-5F),  filed  May  21, 

1980.  Applicant:  EDGAR  SERVICE  CO., 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  562,  Avon,  MA  02322. 
Representative:  Arthur  T.  Flynn  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Transporting  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by  retail 
department  stores,  between  points  in  the 
U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI),  restricted  to 
the  transportation  of  traffic  originating 
at  or  destined  to  the  facilities  of  Zayre 
Corp.  (Hearing  site:  Boston,  MA  or 
Washington,  DC.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  150577  (Sub-lF),  filed  May  12, 

1980.  Applicant:  S.  B.  CAMPBELL,  3906 
Quirt  Avenue,  Route  7,  Box  1,  Lubbock, 
TX  79401.  Representative:  Richard 
Hubbert,  P.O.  Box  10236,  Lubbock,  TX 
79408.  Transporting  iron  and  steel 
articles,  from  the  facilities  of  All  States 
Steel  Corporation  of  Texas,  at  Houston, 
TX,  to  points  in  NM,  AZ  and  OK. 
(Hearing  site:  Houston,  or  Lubbock,  TX.) 

MC  150806F,  filed  May  12. 1980. 
Applicant:  WECO,  INC.,  500  Scott 
Street,  P.O.  Box  5128,  Kansas  City,  KS 
66119.  Representative:  Erie  W.  Francis, 
Suite  719,  700  Kansas  Avenue,  Topeka, 
KS  66603.  Contract  carrier,  transporting 
foodstuffs,  from  the  facilities  of  Patco 
Products,  at  or  near  Grandview,  MO,  to 
points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK,  HI  and 
MO),  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
C.  J.  Patterson  Co.  (Hearing  site:  Kansas 
City,  MO  or  Topeka,  KS.) 

MC  150867F,  filed  May  19, 1980. 
Applicant:  WILLIAM  N.  NICHOLSON, 
d.b.a.  PRESS  EXPRESS,  15234  Evers, 
Dalton,  IL  60419.  Representative:  John 
W.  Cooper,  634  Woodward  Bldg.,  1927 
1st  Avenue,  North,  Birmingham,  AL 
35203.  Contract  carrier,  transporting  (1) 
machinery,  machinery  parts,  and 
machinery  supplies,  from  Chicago,  IL,  to 
points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI), 
and  (2)  materials,  equipment  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  of  the  commodities  in  (1) 
above,  in  the  reverse  direction,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  in  (1)  and  (2)  with 
Verson  Allsteel  Press  Company,  of 
Chicago,  IL  (Hearing  site:  Chicago,  IL.) 

Volume  No.  242 

Decided:  June  13, 1980. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  Number 
3,  Members  Parker,  Fortier  and  Hill. 


MC  11207  (Sub-556F),  filed  May  12, 
1980.  Applicant:  DEATON,  INC.,  317 
Avenue  W,  P.O.  Box  938,  Birmingham, 

AL  35201.  Representative:  Kim  D.  Mann, 
Suite  1010,  7101  Wisconsin  Ave., 
Washington,  DC  20014.  Transporting  (1) 
wallboard  and  insulation  material,  and 
(2)  materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
installation  of  the  commodities  in  (1) 
above,  from  the  facilities  of  Armstrong 
Cork  Company,  at  Pensacola,  FL,  to 
points  in  the  U.S.  in  and  east  of  WI,  LA, 
MO,  OK,  and  TX.  (Hearing  site: 
Pensacola,  FL  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  11207  (Sub-557F),  filed  May  21, 
1980.  Applicant:  DEATON,  INC.,  317 
Avenue  W,  P.O.  Box  938,  Birmingham, 

AL  35201.  Representative:  Kim  D.  Mann, 
Suite  1010,  7101  Wisconsin  Ave., 
Washington,  DC  20014.  Transporting 
general  commodities  (except  those  of 
unusual  value,  classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  commodities  in 
bulk,  and  those  requiring  special 
equipment),  between  the  facilities  of 
CIBA-GEIGY  Corporation  at  or  near 
Birmingham,  Mobile,  and  McIntosh,  AL 
Baton  Rouge,  Port  Allen,  and  St.  Gabriel, 
LA,  and  Memphis,  TN,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  U.S.  in 
and  east  of  ND,  SD,  NE,  KS,  OK,  and 
TX.  (Hearing  site:  Birmingham,  AL  or 
Washington,  DC.) 

MC  27817  (Sub-169F),  filed  May  5, 

1980.  Applicant:  H.  C.  GABLER,  INC., 
R.D.  No.  3,  P.O.  Box  220,  Chambersburg, 
PA  17201.  Representative:  Christian  V. 
Graf,  407  North  Front  St.,  Harrisburg,  PA 
17101.  Transporting  such  commodities 
as  are  dealt  in  by  retail,  wholesale,  and 
chain  grocery  and  food  business  houses 
(except  in  bulk),  between  the  facilities  of 
Dauphin  Distribution  Services  Co.  at  or 
near  Camp  Hill,  Mechanicsburg  and 
Silver  Spring  Township,  PA,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  CT,  MA,  RI,  VT, 
NH  and  ME.  (Hearing  site:  DC  or 
Harrisburg,  PA.) 

MC  51140  (Sub-847F),  filed  May  19, 
1980.  Applicant:  SCHNEIDER 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  2298, 

Green  Bay,  WI  54306.  Representative: 
Matthew  J.  Reid,  Jr.  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Transporting  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or  used  by 
manufacturers  and  distributors  of 
medical  supplies,  between  Lodi, 
Lyndhurst,  Metuchen,  and  Jersey  City, 
NJ,  and  St.  Louis,  MO,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  U.S. 
(except  AK  and  HI).  (Hearing  site: 
Chicago,  EL.) 

MC  51146  (Sub-848F),  filed  May  21, 
1980.  Applicant:  SCHNEIDER 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  2298, 
Green  Bay,  WI  54306.  Representative: 
Matthew  J.  Reid,  Jr.  (same  address  as 
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applicant).  Transporting  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in,  or  used  by, 
manufacturers  and  distributors  of 
internal  combustion  engines  and  parts 
and  aluminum  castings  (except 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  which 
because  of  size  or  weight  require  the  use 
of  special  equipment)  between  Grafton, 
New  Holstein,  and  Sheboygan  Falls,  WI, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  die  other, 
points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI). 
(Hearing  site:  Milwaukee,  WI.) 

MC  51146  (Sub-849F),  filed  May  21. 
1980.  Applicant:  SCHNEIDER 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  2298, 
Green  Bay,  WI  54306.  Representative: 
Matthew  J.  Reid,  ]r.  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Transporting  aluminum 
products,  horn  points  in  the  U.S.  (except 
AK  and  HI)  to  points  in  WI.  (Hearing 
site:  Milwaukee,  WI.) 

MC  56667  (Sub-6F),  filed  May  30, 1980. 
Applicant:  LEITCHFIELD  TRANSFER 
CO.,  a  corporation,  P.O.  Box  366, 
Leitchfield,  ICY  42754.  Representative: 
Rudy  Yessin,  314  Wilkinson  St., 
Frankfort,  KY  40601.  Over  regular 
routes,  transporting  general 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value,  classes  A  &  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment), 
between  Leitchfield,  KY,  and  Nashville, 
TN,  serving  all  intermediate  points  horn 
Leitchfield,  Ky,  over  Western  KY 
Parkway  to  the  Green  River  Parkway, 
then  over  the  Green  River  Parkway  to  I- 
65,  then  over  1-65  to  Nashville,  TN,  and 
return.  (Hearing  site:  Louisville,  KY.) 

MC  45736  (Sub-63F),  filed  May  16, 
1980.  Applicant:  GUIGNARD  FREIGHT 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  26067,  Charlotte, 
NC  28213.  Representative:  Edward  G. 
Villalon,  1032  Pennsylvania  Building, 
Pennsylvania  Ave.  &  13th  St.,  N.W., 
Washington,  DC  20004.  Transporting 
textiles,  textile  products,  and 
equipment,  materials  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  or  distribution  of 
textiles  and  textile  products  (except  in 
bulk),  between  the  facilities  of  E.  I. 
DuPont  DeNemours  &  Company  at 
points  in  AL,  GA,  NC,  SC,  KY,  and  VA. 
(Hearing  site:  Wilmington,  DE.) 

MC  59396  (Sub-33F),  filed  May  14, 
1980.  Applicant:  BUILDERS  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  Access  Rd.,  Route  78,  P.O.  Box 
5219,  Clinton,  N)  08809.  Representative: 
Morton  E.  Kiel,  Suite  1832,  2  World 
Trade  Center,  New  York,  NY  10048. 
Transporting  roofing  granules,  in  bulk, 
in  dump  vehicles,  from  Belle  Meade,  NJ, 
to  points  in  MA,  MD,  NC  and  WV. 
(Hearing  site:  New  York,  NY.) 

MC  59457  (Sub-54F),  filed  April  24. 
1980.  Applicant:  SORENSEN 
TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  INC.,  8  Old 


Amity  Rd.,  Bethany,  CT  06525. 
Representative:  Gerald  A.  Joseloff,  80 
State  St.,  Hartford,  CT  06103. 
Transporting  clothing  and  wearing 
apparel  and  equipment,  materials,  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture, 
distribution  and  sale  of  all  the  foregoing 
commodities,  between  New  Haven  and 
Branford,  CT,  Fall  River,  MA,  Salisbury, 
MD,  Wytheville,  VA,  Lexington,  NC, 
Abbeville,  SC,  Samson,  AL,  Thomaston, 
Rochelle,  and  Atlanta,  GA,  and  Miami, 
FL,  restricted  to  traffic  originating  at  or 
destined  to  the  facilities  of  Sero  of  New 
Haven,  Inc.  (Hearing  site:  Hartford,  CT, 
or  New  York,  NY.) 

MC  99427  (Sub-47F),  filed  May  12, 

1980.  Applicant:  ARIZONA  TANK 
LINES,  INC.,  666  Grand  Ave.,  Des 
Moines,  IA  50309.  Representative:  E. 
Check,  P.O.  Box  855,  Des  Moines.  IA 
50304.  Transporting  petroleum  and 
petroleum  products,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  (1)  from  El  Paso,  TX,  to  points 
in  AZ  and  NM,  and  (2)  from  points  in 
NM  to  points  in  AZ.  (Hearing  site: 
Albuquerque,  or  Santa  Fe,  NM.) 

MC  107496  (Sub-1272F),  filed  May  21, 
1980.  Applicant:  RUAN  TRANSPORT 
CORP.,  666  Grand  Ave.,  Des  Moines,  IA 
50309.  Representative:  E.  Check,  P.O. 

Box  855,  Des  Moines,  IA  50304. 
Transporting  petroleum  products,  in 
bulk,  (1)  from  Kansas  City,  MO,  to 
points  in  AZ,  from  Chalmette,  LA,  to  St. 
Louis,  MO,  and  (3)  from  Lawrenceville, 
IL,  to  Green  Bay,  WI.  (Hearing  site: 
kansas  City,  MO,  or  Des  Moines,  IA.) 

MC  107496  (Sub-1273F),  filed  May  19, 
1980.  Applicant:  RUAN  TRANSPORT 
CORP.,  666  Grand  Ave.,  Des  Moines,  IA 
50309.  Representative:  E.  Check,  P.O. 
Box  855,  Des  Moines,  IA  50304. 
Transporting  (1)  lubricating  oil,  in  bulk, 
from  Wood  River,  IL,  to  points  in  WY, 

(2)  sulfur,  in  bulk,  from  Whiting,  IN,  to 
points  in  MI,  and  (3)  alcohol,  in  bulk, 
from  Decatur,  IL,  to  points  in  MN,  SD 
and  Wlr  (Hearing  site:  Chicago,  IL,  or 
Des  Moines,  IA.) 

MC  107496  (Sub-1274F),  filed  May  21, 
1980.  Applicant:  RUAN  TRANSPORT 
CORP.,  666  Grand  Ave.,  Des  Moines,  IA 
50309.  Representative:  E.  Check,  P.O. 
Box  855,  Des  Moines,  IA  50304. 
Transporting  liquid  argon,  liquid 
nitrogen,  liquid  oxygen,  liquid  hydrogen 
and  compressed  gases,  in  bulk,  from 
Plaquemine  and  Donaldsonville,  LA, 
Theodore,  AL,  Joliet,  IL,  Yazoo  City,  MS, 
and  LaPorte,  Beaumont  and  Victoria, 
TX;  to  points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK  and 
HI).  (Hearing  site:  Kansas  City,  MO,  or 
Des  Moines,  IA.) 

Note. — Any  certificate  issued  shall  be 
subject  to  a  5-year  term. 

MC  108207  (Sub-554F),  filed  May  2, 
1980.  Applicant:  FROZEN  FOOD 


EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  225888,  Dallas. 
TX  75265.  Representative:  M.  W.  Smith 
(same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  alcoholic  liquors,  and 
materials,  equipment,  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  and  distribution  of 
alcoholic  liquors  (except  in  bulk  in  tank 
vehicles),  (1)  between  Ft.  Smith,  AR,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  OK,  TX,  LA,  MS,  TN,  KY,  MO,  IA.  KS, 
NE,  IL,  IN,  OH,  MI,  WI,  NM,  AZ,  CO, 
and  CA,  (2)  between  Bardstown  and 
Louisville,  KY,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  AR,  TN,  IL,  IN,  MI, 
and  OH,  (3)  between  New  Orleans,  LA, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  AZ,  NM,  CA,  TX,  OK,  AR,  and 
MS,  and  (4)  between  Plainfield,  IL,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  WI,  MI,  IN,  MN,  IA,  MO,  NE,  KS.  NM. 
OK,  and  CO,  restricted  to  traffic 
originating  at  or  destined  to  the  facilities 
of  Hiram  Walker  &  Sons,  Inc.  (Hearing 
site:  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  111397  (Sub-134F),  filed  May  8, 
1980.  Applicant:  DAVIS  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  1345  South  Fourth  St.,  Paducah,  KY 
42001.  Representative:  H.  S.  Melton,  Jr., 
P.O.  Box  1407,  Paducah,  KY  42001. 
Transporting  granulated  slag  from  the 
facilities  of  H.  B.  Reed  &  Co.,  Inc.,  at  or 
near  Greenville,  KY,  to  points  in  AL,  AR, 
GA,  IL,  IN.  KA,  LA.  MS.  MO.  NC,  OH. 
OK,  SC.  TN,  TX,  VA,  and  WV.  (Hearing 
site:  Chicago,  IL,  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  113106  (Sub-93F),  filed  May  14, 
1980.  Applicant:  THE  BLUE  DIAMOND 
CO.,  4401  East  Fairmount  Ave., 
Baltimore,  MD  21224.  Representative: 
Chester  A.  Zyblut,  366  Executive  Bldg., 
1030  Fifteenth  St.,  N.W.,  Washington, 

DC  20005.  Transporting  foodstuffs,  from 
Norfolk,  VA,  to  points  in  CT,  NY,  NJ, 

PA,  OH,  DE,  MD,  DC,  NC  and  SC. 
(Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  114416  (Sub-13F),  filed  May  5, 
1980.  Applicant:  WESTERN 
TRANSPORT  CRANE  &  RIGGING,  a 
corporation,  P.O.  Box  3507,  Missoula, 
MT  59806.  Representative:  Henry  C. 
Winters,  525  Evergreen  Bldg.,  Renton, 
WA  98055.  Transporting  contractors’ 
and  mining  materials,  equipment  and 
supplies,  between  points  in  AZ,  CA,  CO, 
ID,  KS,  MT.  ND,  NE.  NM,  NV.  OR,  OK. 
SD,  TX,  UT,  WA,  and  WY,  restricted  to 
the  transportation  of  traffic  originating 
at  or  destined  to  the  facilities  of 
Pathfinder  Mines  Corp.,  of  Casper,  WY, 
Unit  Rig  Sales  &  Service  Inc.,  of  Lark, 
UT,  Moss  Equipment  and  Supply  Co.,  of 
Casper,  WY,  Buffalo  Machinery  Co.,  of 
Billings,  MT,  and  Road  Machinery  Co., 
of  Farmington,  NM.  (Hearing  site: 
Missoula,  MT,  or  Spokane,  WA.) 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 

MC  114457  (Sub-569F),  filed  May  15, 
1980.  Applicant:  DART  TRANSIT  CO.,  a 
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corporation,  2102  University  Ave.,  St. 
Paul,  MN  55114.  Representative:  James 
H.  Wills,  2102  University  Ave.,  St.  Paul, 
MN  55114.  Transporting  (1)  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by 
manufacturers  and  distributors  of  small 
electric  appliances,  from  the  facilities  of 
Hamilton  Beach  Division  at  Washington, 
Clinton,  and  Farmville,  NC,  and 
Byesville,  OH,  to  points  in  the  U.S. 
(except  AK  and  HI),  and  (2)  materials, 
equipment,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture,  sale,  and  distribution  of 
the  commodities  named  in  (1)  above,  in 
the  reverse  direction.  (Hearing  site: 
Raleigh,  NC,  or  St.  Paul,  MN.) 

MC  114457  (Sub-572F),  filed  May  30, 
1980.  Applicant:  DART  TRANSIT  CO.,  a 
corporation,  2102  University  Ave.,  St. 
Paul,  MN  55114.  Representative:  James 
H.  Wills,  General  Counsel,  2102 
University  Ave.,  St.  Paul,  MN  55114. 
Transporting  materials,  equipment,  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture,  sale, 
and  distribution  of  plumbing  goods 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  from 
points  in  the  U.S.  in  and  east  of  ND,  SD, 
NE,  KS,  OK  and  TX  to  Plainview,  NY, 
and  Monroe,  OH.  (Hearing  site:  New 
York,  NY,  or  St.  Paul,  MN.) 

MC  115716  (Sub-34F),  filed  May  27, 
1980.  Applicant:  DENVER-LIMON 
BURLINGTON  TRANSFER  CO.,  a 
corporation,  3650  Chestnut  Place, 
Denver,  CO  80216.  Representative: 
Edward  C.  Hastings,  666  Sherman  St., 
Denver,  CO  80203.  Transporting  general 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods,  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment), 
between  Denver,  CO  and  Pueblo,  CO, 
over  interstate  Hwy  25,  serving  all 
intermediate  points.  (Hearing  site: 
Denver,  CO.) 

MC  117786  (Sub-109F),  filed  May  27, 
1980.  Applicant:  RILEY  WHITTLE,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  19038,  Phoenix,  AZ  85005. 
Representative:  A.  Michael  Bernstein, 
1441  E.  Thomas  Rd.,  Phoenix,  AZ  85014. 
Transporting  doors,  doorframes,  and 
parts,  accessories,  and  materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture, 
distribution  and  sale  of  the  foregoing 
commodities,  between  the  facilities  of 
Therma  Tru  Incorporated  at  Colorado 
Springs,  CO,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  the  U.S.  (Hearing 
site:  Phoenix,  AZ.) 

MC  117816  (Sub-4F),  filed  May  27, 
1980.  Applicant:  BERWICK  &  SONS, 
INC.,  Plainfield  Rd.,  West  Lebanon,  NH 
03784.  Representative:  Frank  J.  Weiner, 
15  Court  Square,  Boston,  MA  02108. 
Contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Empty 
steel  barrels,  drums,  and  pails,  from 


Jersey  City,  NJ  to  points  in  PA,  MD,  DE, 
VA,  WV,  NC,  SC,  GA,  FL  MS,  AL  LA, 

TN,  KY,  OH,  IN,  IL,  WI.  MI,  and  DC,  and 
(2)  Equipment,  materials,  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  and  distribution 
of  the  commodities  described  in  (1) 
above  (except  commodities  in  bulk), 
from  points  in  ME,  NH,  VT,  MA,  RI,  CT, 
NY,  PA,  MD,  DE,  VA,  WV,  NC,  SC,  GA, 
FL,  MS,  AL,  LA,  TN,  KY,  OH  IN.  IL,  WI, 
MI.  and  DC,  to  Jersey  City,  NJ,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Inland  Steel 
Company  of  Chicago,  IL  (Hearing  site: 
Boston,  MA  or  Concord,  NH.) 

MC  123407  (Sub-639),  filed  May  2, 

1980.  Applicant:  SAWYER 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  Sawyer  Center,  Rt. 

1,  Chesterton,  IN  46304.  Representative: 

H.  E.  Miller,  Jr.,  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Transporting  such 
commodities  that  are  dealt  in  or  used  by 
manufacturers  of  conveyor  and 
conveyor  systems,  between  the  facilities 
of  Automatic  Conveyor  Systems,  Inc.,  at 
Memphis,  TN,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK 
and  HI).  (Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  133566  (Sub-1 58F),  filed  May  19, 
1980.  Applicant  GANGLOFF  & 
DOWNHAM  TRUCKING  CO..  INC., 

P.O.  Box  479,  Logansport,  IN  46947. 
Representative:  Jack  H.  Blanshan,  205 
West  Touhy  Ave.,  Suite  200,  Park  Ridge, 
IL  60068.  Transporting  foodstuffs  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  the  facilities 
of  Lender’s  Bagel  Bakery,  Inc.,  at  West 
Haven,  CT  and  West  Seneca,  NY,  to 
points  in  AL,  AR,  CO,  DE,  FL,  GA,  IL  IN, 
IA,  KS,  KY,  LA,  MD,  MI,  MN,  MS,  MO. 
NE,  NC,  ND,  OH,  OK,  PA,  SC,  SD,  TN, 
TX,  VA,  WV,  and  WI,  restricted  to 
traffic  originating  at  the  named  origins. 
(Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC,  or  New 
York,  NY.) 

MC  134387  (Sub-83F),  filed  May  22, 
1980.  Applicant:  BLACKBURN  TRUCK 
LINES,  INC.,  4998  Branyon  Ave.,  South 
Gate,  CA  90280.  Representative:  Patricia 
M.  Schnegg,  707  Wilshire  Blvd.,  1800 
United  California  Bank  Bldg.,  Los 
Angeles,  CA  90017.  Transporting 
prepared  foods  from  Mesa,  AZ,  to  points 
in  Los  Angeles,  San  Francisco,  and 
Riverside  Counties,  CA.  (Hearing  site: 
Los  Angeles,  CA.) 

MC  134477  (Sub-419F),  filed  May  22, 
1980.  Applicant:  SCHANNO 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  5  W. 
Mendota  Rd.,  West  St.  Paul,  MN  55118. 
Representative:  Thomas  D.  Fischbach, 
P.O.  Box  43496,  St.  Paul,  MN  55164. 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  those  of  unusual  value,  classes 
A  and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment),  from  points  in  CT, 
MD,  MA,  NJ,  NY,  PA.  and  RI  to  the 


facilities  of  Minnesota  Inter-Modal 
Shippers  Association,  Inc.  at  or  near 
Minneapolis,  MN.  (Hearing  site:  St.  Paul, 
MN.) 

MC  1357974Sub-33lF),  filed  May  15, 
1980.  Applicant:  J.  B.  HUNT 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  130, 

Lowell,  AR  72745.  Representative:  Paul 
R.  Bargant  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  malt  beverages,  between 
points  in  Jefferson  County,  CO,  and 
points  in  AR.  (Hearing  site:  Denver,  CO, 
or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  136786  (Sub-229F),  filed  May  19, 
1980.  Applicant:  ROBCO 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  4475  N.E. 

3rd  St.,  Des  Moines,  IA.  50313. 
Representative:  Stanley  C.  Olsen,  Jr., 

7400  Metro  Blvd.,  Suite  411,  Edina,  MN 
55435.  Transporting  such  commodities 
as  are  dealt  in  by  wholesale,  retail, 
chain  grocery  and  food  business  houses, 
between  Dorsey,  MD,  Indianapolis,  IN, 
Lyons,  IL,  and  Kansas  City,  KS,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
the  U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI),  restricted 
to  traffic  originating  at  or  destined  to  the 
facilities  of  John  Sexton  &  Company  of 
Chicago,  IL.  (Hearing  site:  Minneapolis, 
MN,  or  Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  138157  (Sub-240F),  filed  May  12, 
1980.  Applicant:  SOUTHWEST 
EQUIPMENT  RENTAL  INC.,  d.b.a. 
SOUTHWEST  MOTOR  FREIGHT,  P.O. 
Box  9598,  Chattanooga,  TN  37412. 
Representative:  Patrick  E.  Quinn  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Transporting 
plastic  articles  (except  in  bulk),  from 
Brooklyn,  NY,  to  points  in  the  U.S. 
(except  AK  and  HI).  (Hearing  site:  New 
York,  NY.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  138157  (Sub-243F),  filed  May  30, 
1980.  Applicant:  SOUTHWEST 
EQUIPMENT  RENTAL  INC.,  d.b.a. 
SOUTHWEST  MOTOR  FREIGHT,  P.O. 
Box  9596,  Chattanooga,  TN  37412. 
Representative:  Patrick  E.  Quinn  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Transporting 
pretzels,  from  the  facilities  of  California 
Pretzel  Co.,  at  or  near  Visalia,  CA,  to 
Chattanooga,  TN,  restricted  to  traffic 
originating  at  the  facilities  of  California 
Pretzel  Co.,  and  destined  to 
Chattanooga,  TN.  (Hearing  site:  Atlanta, 
GA,  or  Washington,  DC.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  139006  (Sub-17F),  filed  May  2, 
1980.  Applicant:  RAPIER  SMITH,  R.R.  5, 
Loretto  Rd.,  Bardstown,  KY  40004. 
Representative:  Robert  H.  Kinker,  314 
West  Main  St.,  P.O.  Box  464,  Frankfort, 
KY  40602.  Transporting  alcoholic 
beverages,  except  in  bulk,  from 
Lawrenceburg,  IN,  and  Louisville  and 
Loretto,  KY,  to  Atlanta,  GA.  (Hearing 
site:  Louisville,  KY.) 
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Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 

MC  139210  (Sub-3F),  filed  May  15, 

1980.  Applicant:  LEBANON 
DISTRIBUTING  CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  27. 
Lebanon,  KY  40033.  Representative: 

Rudy  Yessin,  314  Wilkinson  St., 
Frankfort,  KY  40601.  Transporting 
meats,  meat  products,  meat  by-products 
and  articles  distributed  by  meat- 
packinghouses,  as  described  in  Sections 
A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766 
(except  hides  and  commodities  in  bulk), 
from  the  facilities  of  Fischer  Packing 
Company,  a  subsidiary  of  Wilson  Foods 
Corporation,  at  Louisville,  KY,  to  points 
in  WV,  to  restricted  to  traffic  originating 
at  the  above-named  origins  and  destined 
to  the  named  destinations.  (Hearing  site: 
Louisville,  KY.) 

MC  139906  (Sub-113F),  filed  May  19, 
1960.  Applicant:  INTERSTATE 
CONTRACT  CARRIER  CORP.,  P.O.  Box 
30303,  Salt  Lake  City,  UT  84127. 
Representative:  Richard  A.  Peterson, 

P.O.  Box  81849,  Lincoln,  NE  68501. 
Transporting  such  commodities  as  are 
sold,  used  or  distributed  by 
manufacturers  of  toilet  preparations, 
cosmetics  and  beauty  supplies  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  between  Edison 
and  East  Brunswick,  NJ,  and  Phoenix, 
AZ,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI). 
(Hearing  site:  Salt  Lake  City,  UT  or 
Lincoln,  NE.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  139906  (Sub-114F),  filed  May  19, 
1980.  Applicant:  INTERSTATE 
CONTRACT  CARRIER  CORP.,  P.O.  Box 
30303,  Salt  Lake  City,  UT  84127. 
Representative:  Richard  A.  Peterson, 
P.O.  Box  81849,  Lincoln,  NE  68501. 
Transporting  such  commodities  as  are 
sold,  used  or  distributed  by 
manufacturers  of  drugs,  medicines,  and 
health  and  dental  care  products 
between  Phoenix.  AZ,  Los  Angeles,  CA, 
Ramsey,  NJ,  St.  Louis,  MO,  Bridgeton, 
MO,  Tuckahoe,  NY,  and  Sunnyvale,  CA, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI). 
(Hearing  site:  Salt  Lake  City,  UT  or 
Lincoln,  NE.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  140227  (Sub-4F),  filed  May  5, 1980. 
Applicant:  DALE  ETTESVOLD,  INC., 
1287 11th  Ave.,  Granite  Falls,  MN  56241. 
Representative:  Val  M.  Higgins,  1000 
First  National  Bank  Bldg.,  Minneapolis. 
MN  55402.  Transporting  (1)  malt 
beverages,  and  (2)  malt  beverage 
dispensing  equipment,  in  mixed  loads 
with  malt  beverages,  from  LaCrosse, 

WI,  to  Columbia  Heights,  MN.  (Hearing 
site:  Minneapolis,  MN.) 


MC  143276  (Sub-32F),  filed  May  21. 
1980.  Applicant:  WEAVER 
TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  a  corporation, 
5452  Oakdale  Rd.,  Smyrna,  GA  30080. 
Representative:  James  L.  Brazee,  Jr.,  P.O. 
Box  32309,  Decatur,  GA  30032. 
Transporting  roofing  and  roofing 
materials  (except  commodities  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles),  from  the  facilities  of 
Elk  Corporation  of  Alabama  at 
Tuscaloosa,  AL  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  GA,  FL  TN,  and 
SC.  (Hearing  site:  Atlanta,  GA,  or 
Birmingham,  AL.) 

MC  144117  (Sub-67F),  filed  May  30, 
1980.  Applicant:  T.LC.  LINES,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  1090,  Fenton,  MO  63026. 
Representative:  Jack  H.  Blanshan,  205 
W.  Touhy  Ave.,  Suite  200,  Park  Ridge,  IL 
60068.  Transporting  petroleum  products, 
chemicals,  and  plastic  articles  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  Port  Saint 
Joe,  FL,  Charlotte,  NC,  Beaumont  and 
Houston,  TX,  and  New  Orleans,  LA,  to 
the  facilities  of  Peter  Cooper 
Corporation  at  Pineville,  NC  and  Oak 
Creek,  WL  restricted  to  traffic 
originating  at  the  named  origins. 

(Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC,  or 
Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  144557  (Sub-19F),  filed  May  15, 
1980.  Applicant:  HUDSON 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
847,  Troy,  AL  36081.  Representative: 
William  P.  Jackson,  Jr.,  3426  N. 
Washington  Blvd.,  P.O.  Box  1240, 
Arlington,  VA  22210.  Transporting 
beverages  (except  in  bulk),  from  the 
facilities  of  Kool  Kick  Corporation,  at  or 
near  Highland  City,  FL  to  points  in  the 
U.S.  in  andLeast  of  ND,  SD,  NE,  KS,  OK 
and  TX  (except  FL).  (Hearing  site: 
Birmingham,  AL.) 

MC  145317  (Sub-12F),  filed  May  15, 
1980.  Applicant:  QUALITY  SERVICE 
TANK  LINES,  INC.,  9022  Perrin  Beitel 
Rd.,  San  Antonio,  TX  78217. 
Representative:  Timothy  Mashbum,  P.O. 
Box  2207,  Austin,  TX  78768. 

Transporting  fly  ash,  in  bulk,  between 
points  in  TX,  LA,  AR,  OK,  and  NM. 
(Hearing  site:  San  Antonio.  Austin,  or 
Houston,  TX.) 

MC  146678  (Sub-2F),  filed  May  15, 
1980.  Applicant:  BURKS  TRUCKING, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  37,  Old  Fort,  OH  44861. 
Representative:  E.  H.  van  Deusen,  P.O. 
Box  97,  Dublin,  OH  43017.  Transporting 
(1)  sodium  bicarbonate  (except  in  bulk), 
from  points  in  Seneca  County,  OH,  to 
points  in  AR,  DE,  GA,  IN,  IL,  IA,  KY, 

MD,  MI,  MO,  NJ,  NY,  PA,  TN,  VA,  WV, 
and  WI,  and  (2)  materials  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  of  sodium  bicarbonate, 
(except  in  bulk),  in  the  reverse  direction. 
(Hearing  site:  Columbus,  OH.) 


MC  147657  (Sub-5F),  filed  May  15. 

1980.  Applicant:  FLEETCO,  INC.,  801  N. 
1-85,  Charlotte,  NC  28216. 

Representative:  W.  G.  Reese,  IIL  P.O. 

Box  3004,  Charlotte,  NC  28203. 
Transporting  metal  buildings  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
metal  buildings,  between  the  facilities  of 
Jewell  Building  Systems,  Inc.,  at  Dallas, 
NC,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI). 
(Hearing  site:  Charlotte,  NC.) 

MC  147837  (Sub-2F),  filed  May  1, 1980. 
Applicant:  LIMA,  INC.,  Route  4,  Marion, 
IL  62959.  Representative:  Ernest  A. 
Brooks  II,  1301  Ambassador  Bldg.,  St. 
Louis,  MO  63101.  Transporting  lumber, 
plywood,  and  paneling,  from  points  in 
LA,  on  and  north  of  Interstate  Hwy  20 
and  points  in  AR  on  and  south  of 
Interstate  Hwy  40  to  Marion  and 
Harrisburg,  IL  (Hearing  site:  St.  Louis, 
MO.) 

MC  148127  (Sub-llF),  filed  May  14, 
1980.  Applicant:  LINEHAUL  EXPRESS 
CORP.,  P.O.  Box  5078,  Manchester,  NH 
03108.  Representative:  Neal  R.  Michaud, 
(same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  foodstuffs,  from  Findlay, 
OH,  to  points  in  CT,  MA,  ME,  NJ,  NH, 
NY,  PA,  RL  and  VT,  restricted  to  traffic 
originating  at  the  named  origin  and 
destined  to  the  named  destinations. 
(Hearing  site:  Concord,  NH,  or  Boston, 
MA.) 

Note. —  Common  control  may  be  involved. 

MC  149146  (Sub-2F),  filed  May  5, 1980. 
Applicant:  STONEY'S  EXPRESS,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  1174,  Pontiac,  MI  48056. 
Representative:  Alex  J.  Miller,  P.O.  Box 
244,  Bloomfield  Hills,  MI  48013. 
Transporting  automobile  parts  and 
accessories  between  Detroit,  MI,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  the  facilities 
of  Ford  Motor  Company  at  Louisville, 
KY.  (Hearing  site:  Detroit,  MI,  or 
Chicago,  IL  and  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  150376  (Sub-lF),  filed  May  27. 

1980.  Applicant:  C  &  M  CARTAGE  CO.. 
INC.,  1911  N.W.  First  St.,  Oklahoma 
City,  OK  73106.  Representative:  Greg  E. 
Summy,  P.O.  Box  1540,  Edmond,  OK 
73034.  Transporting  such  merchandise 
as  is  dealt  in  by  wholesale,  retail,  chain 
and  food  business  houses,  dairy  based 
products,  flour  and  soy  products,  paste 
ingredients,  and  materials  and  supplies 
used  in  the  distribution,  manufacture, 
and  sale  of  all  the  foregoing 
commodities  (except  commodities  in 
bulk),  between  the  facilities  of  the 
Ralston  Purina  Company  at  or  near 
Oklahoma  City,  OK,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  AR,  CO,  KS, 
LA,  MO,  and  TX.  (Hearing  site: 
Oklahoma  City,  OK.) 
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MC 150376  (Sub-2F),  filed  May  27, 

1980.  Applicant:  C  &  M  CARTAGE  CO., 
INC.,  1911  N.W.  First  St.,  Oklahoma 
City,  OK  73106.  Representative:  Greg  E. 
Summy,  P.O.  Box  1540,  Edmond,  OK 
73034.  Transporting  oilfield  drilling  mud 
additives  (except  in  bulk),  from  the 
facilities  of  Arnold  &  Clarke  Chemical 
Co.,  at  or  near  Houston,  TX,  to  points  in 
OK.  (Hearing  site:  Oklahoma  City,  OK.) 

Volume  No.  243 

Decided:  June  19, 1980. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  Number 
3,  Members  Parker,  Fortier  and  Hill. 

MC  69116  (Sub-271F),  filed  May  12, 
1980.  Applicant:  SPECTOR 
INDUSTRIES,  INC.,  d.b.a.  SPECTOR 
FREIGHT  SYSTEM,  1050  Kingery 
Highway,  Bensenville,  IL  60106. 
Representative:  Edward  G.  Bazelon,  39 
South  La  Salle  Street,  Chicago,  IL  60603. 
Over  regular  routes,  transporting 
general  commodities  (except  those  of 
unusual  value,  classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  commodities  in 
bulk,  and  those  requiring  special 
equipment),  (1)  between  Omaha,  NE, 
and  Winnebago,  NE,  serving  all 
intermediate  points  and  serving  the  off- 
route  points  of  Missouri  Valley,  LA,  and 
Burt,  Cuming,  Dodge,  Douglas,  Thurston, 
and  Washington  Counties,  NE,  (a)  from 
Omaha  over  U.S.  Hwy  275  to  junction 
U.S.  Hwy  77,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  77  to 
Winnebago,  and  return  over  the  same 
route;  (b)  from  Omaha  over  U.S.  Hwy  73 
to  Winnebago,  and  return  over  the  same 
route;  (c)  from  Omaha  over  U.S.  Hwy  75 
to  junction  LA  Hwy  175,  then  over  IA 
Hwy  175  to  the  LA-NE  State  line,  then 
over  NE  Hwy  51  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy 
77,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  77  to 
Winnebago,  and  return  over  the  same 
route;  (2)  between  junction  U.S.  Hwys  30 
and  77  and  junction  U.S.  Hwys  30  and 
75,  serving  all  intermediate  points:  from 
junction  U.S.  Hwys  30  and  77  over  U.S. 
Hwy  30  to  junction  U.S.  Hwys  30  and  75, 
and  return  over  the  same  route.  (Hearing 
site:  Chicago  IL.) 

Note. — Applicant  proposes  to  tack  the 
requested  authority  with  its  existing 
authority. 

MC  105607  (Sub-16F),  filed  May  9, 
1980.  Applicant:  CON.  WEIMAR  CORP., 
P.O.  Box  434, 401  Commerce  Rd.,  Linden, 
N)  07036.  Representative:  George  A. 
Olsen,  P.O.  Box  357,  Gladstone,  NJ 
07934.  Transporting  chemicals,  (1) 
between  the  facilities  of  Stepan 
Chemical  Company,  at  or  near 
Fieldsboro,  NJ,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  NY,  PA,  CT,  MA, 
MD,  DE,  RI,  VA,  NC,  SC,  FL,  GA,  OH, 
WV,  VT,  ME,  NH,  and  DC,  and  (2)  from 
Elwood,  IL,  to  the  piers  in  New  York 


Harbor,  NY.  (Hearing  site:  Chicago,  IL, 
or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  113646  (Sub-23F),  filed  May  9, 

1980.  Applicant:  JEFFERSON 
TRUCKING  CO.,  a  corporation,  P.O.  Box 
17,  National  City,  MI  48748. 
Representative:  William  B.  Elmer,  21635 
East  Nine  Mile  Rd.,  St.  Clair  Shores,  MI 
48080.  Contract  carrier,  transporting 
such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by 
retail  and  wholesale  building  material 
and  building  supply  manufacturers, 
wholesalers,  and  retailers,  between 
points  in  the  U.S.  in  and  east  of  ND,  SD, 
NE,  KS,  OK,  and  TX,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  National  Gypsum 
Company.  (Hearing  site:  Charlotte,  NC.) 

MC  114896  (Sub-87F),  filed  May  5, 

1980.  Applicant:  PUROLATOR 
ARMORED  INC.,  255  Old  New 
Brunswick  Rd.,  Piscataway,  NJ  08859. 
Representative:  Peter  A.  Greene,  900 
17th  St.,  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20006. 
Contract  carrier,  transporting  coin, 
currency  and  securities,  between 
Boston,  MA,  and  points  in  ME  and  RI, 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with  the 
Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Boston. 
(Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC,  or 
Boston,  MA.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  114896  (Sub-88F),  filed  May  1, 

1380.  Applicant:  PUROLATOR 
ARMORED  INC.,  255  Old  New 
Brunswick  Rd.,  Piscataway,  NJ  08859. 
Representative:  Peter  A.  Greene,  900 
17th  St.,  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20006. 
Contract  carrier,  transporting  precious 
metals,  (1)  between  Wichita  Falls,  TX, 
Orangeburg,  NY,  Carteret,  NJ,  and  Santa 
Ana,  CA,  and  (2)  between  Wichita  Falls, 
TX,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
Dallas,  TX,  restricted  in  (2)  above  to 
shipments  having  a  prior  or  subsequent 
movement  by  air,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  A.  C.  Spark  Plug 
Division,  GMC,  of  Wichita  Falls,  TX. 
(Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC,  or 
Dallas,  TX.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  114896  (Sub-89F),  filed  May  28, 
1980.  Applicant:  PUROLATOR 
ARMORED  INC.,  255  Old  New 
Brunswick  Rd.,  Piscataway,  NJ  08854. 
Representative:  Carl  T.  Kessler  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Contract  carrier, 
transporting  precious  metals,  from 
Hamburg,  PA,  to  New  York,  NY,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Andy 
Mueller,  Jr.,  of  Hamburg,  PA.  (Hearing 
site:  Washington,  DC.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  116446  (Sub-lOF),  filed  May  27, 
1980.  Applicant:  J  &  R  SCHUGEL 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  310  No.  Water  St., 
New  Ulm,  MN  56073.  Representative: 
Robert  S.  Lee,  1000  First  National  Bank 


Bldg.,  Minneapolis,  MN  55402.  Contract 
carrier,  transporting  flour  and  flour 
products,  from  points  in  KS  to  New  Ulm, 
New  Prague,  St.  Paul,  and  Wabasha, 

MN,  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
International  Multi  Foods  Corporation. 
(Hearing  site:  Minneapolis,  MN.) 

Note.— Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  116947  (Sub-84F),  filed  May  5, 

1980.  Applicant:  SCOTT  TRANSFER 
CO.,  INC.,  1190  Sylvan  Rd.,  Atlanta,  GA 
30310.  Representative:  William  Addams, 
Suite  212,  5299  Roswell  Rd.,  NE,  Atlanta, 
GA  30342.  Contract  carrier,  transporting 
paint  and  paint  products,  between  East 
Point,  GA  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  DE,  NC,  PA,  TN,  TX,  and 
WI,  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
PPG  I  Industries,  Inc.  (Hearing  site: 
Atlanta,  GA.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  118696  (Sub-35F),  filed  May  12, 
1980.  Applicant:  FERREE  FURNITURE 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  252  Wildwood  Rd., 
Hammond,  IN  46234.  Representative: 

John  F.  Wickes,  Jr.,  1301  Merchants 
Plaza,  Indianapolis,  IN  46204. 
Transporting  heating  and  air 
conditioning  units  and  parts  for  the 
foregoing  commodities,  from  the 
facilities  of  Heil-Quaker  Corporation,  at 
or  near  Nashville,  TN,  to  points  in  IL,  IN, 
IA,  KY,  MI,  MO,  OH,  WV,  and  WI. 
(Hearing  site:  Indianapolis,  IN,  or 
Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  121396  (Sub-3F),  filed  May  8, 1980. 
Applicant:  GOGGIN  TRUCK  LINE  CO:, 
INC.,  Cedar  King  Road,  P.O.  Box  1067, 
Shelbyville,  TN  37160.  Representative: 

M.  C.  Ellis,  1001  Market  St., 

Chattanooga,  TN  37402.  Transporting 
general  commodities  (except  those  of 
unusual  value,  classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission)  (1)  between  points 
in  Dade,  Catoosa,  Murray,  Walker, 
Whitfield  Counties,  GA,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Bedford,  Coffee,  Davidson,  Franklin, 
Marshall,  Moore,  Rutherford  Counties, 
TN,  and  Chattanooga,  TN,  and  (2) 
between  points  in  Bedford,  Coffee, 
Davidson,  Franklin,  Marshall,  Moore, 
Rutherford  Counties,  TN,  and 
Chattanooga,  TN.  (Hearing  site: 
Chattanooga,  or  Nashville,  TN.) 

MC  124987  (Sub-24F),  filed  May  19, 
1980.  Applicant:  EARL  L.  BONSACK  and 
ELAINE  M.  BONSACK  d.b.a.  EARL  L. 
BONSACK,  512  West  Plainview  Rd.,  La 
Crosse,  WI  54601.  Representative: 

Joseph  E.  Ludden,  324  Exchange  Bldg., 
P.O.  Box  1567,  La  Crosse,  WI  54601. 
Contract  carrier,  transporting  (1)  malt 
beverages,  from  St.  Paul,  MN,  to 
Champaign,  IL,  and  (2)  bottle  caps, 
bottles,  and  glass,  from  Chicago, 
Streator,  and  Plainfield,  IL,  to  La  Crosse, 
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WI,  under  continuing  contract(s)  in  (1) 
and  (2)  with  G.  Heileman  Brewing 
Company,  of  La  Crosse,  WI.  (Hearing 
site:  Minneapolis,  MN,  or  Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  124997  (Sub-8F),  filed  May  5, 1980. 
Applicant:  R.  F.  TRUESDELL  CO.,  8515 
Anno  Avenue,  Orlando,  FL  32809. 
Representative:  Paul  M.  Daniell,  P.O. 

Box  872,  Atlanta,  GA  30301.  Contract 
carrier,  transporting  (1)  such 
commodities  as  are  manufactured, 
processed,  distributed,  or  dealt  in  by 
manufacturers  or  convertors  of  paper 
anfl  paper  products  (except  commodities 
in  bulk],  and  (2)  equipment,  materials 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture 
and  distribution  of  paper  and  paper 
products  (except  commodities  in  bulk) 
between  the  facilities  of  Georgia  Kraft 
Company,  Inland  Container  Corp.  and 
The  Mead  Corporation  in  either  Bibb  or 
Floyd  County,  GA,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  AL,  AR,  DE,  DC, 
FL,  GA,  IL,  IN,  LA,  KS,  KY,  LA,  MD,  MI, 
MN,  MS,  MO,  NC,  NJ,  NY,  OH,  OK,  PA, 
SC,  TN,  TX,  VA,  WV,  and  WI  under 
continuing  contracts  with  Georgia  Kraft 
Co.,  Inland  Container  Corp.  and  The 
«Alead  Corporation.  (Hearing  site: 
Atlanta,  GA.) 

MC  126346  (Sub-35F),  filed  May  12. 
1980.  Applicant:  HAUPT  CONTRACT 
CARRIERS,  INC.,  Wausau,  WI  54401. 
Representative:  Elaine  M.  Conway,  10  S. 
LaSalle  St.,  Chicago,  IL  60603.  Contract 
carrier,  transporting  (1)  tractors,  and 
implements  and  parts  and  attachments 
for  tractors,  and  (2)  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies  and  advertising 
used  by  manufacturers  of  tractors, 
between  Fargo,  ND,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  U.S. 
(except  AK  and  HI),  under  continuing 
contract^)  with  Steiger  Tractor. 
(Hearing  site:  Chicago,  IL) 

MC  126346  (Sub-36F),  filed  May  1, 
1980.  Applicant:  HAUPT  CONTRACT 
CARRIERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1023, 
Wausau,  WI  54401.  Representative: 
Elaine  M.  Conway,  10  S.  LaSalle  St.f 
Chicago,  IL  60603.  Contract  carrier, 
transporting  such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  or  used  by  manufacturers  of  air 
brakes,  between  points  in  the  U.S. 
(except  AK  and  HI),  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Midland-Ross 
Corporation.  (Hearing  site:  Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  128246  (Sub-6lF),  filed  May  6, 
1980.  Applicant:  SOUTHWEST  TRUCK 
SERVICE,  a  corporation,  P.O.  Box  A.D., 
Watsonville,  CA  95076.  Representative: 
William  F,  King,  Suite  400,  Overlook 
Bldg.,  6121  Lincolnia  Rd„  Alexandria, 
VA  22312.  Contract  carrier,  transporting 
prepared  foodstuffs,  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration, 
from  the  facilities  of  The  Pillsbury 


Company,  at  or  near  Denison,  TX,  to 
points  in  AR,  AZ,  CA,  CO,  ID,  KS,  MO, 
MT,  NV,  NM,  NE.  OR,  OK,  SD,  UT,  and 
WA,  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
The  Pillsbury  Company,  of  Minneapolis, 
MN.  (Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  128306  (Sub-4F),  filed  May  9, 1980. 
Applicant:  T.R.Y.,  INC.,  d.b.a.  YOUNG’S 
TRANSPORTATION,  943  Riverside  Rd., 
Asheville,  NC  28801.  Representative: 
John  R.  Simms,  Jr.,  915  Pennsylvania 
Bldg.,  425, 13th  St.,  N.W.,  Washington, 
DC  20004.  Transporting  passengers  and 
their  baggage,  in  round  trip  charter  and 
special  operations,  beginning  and  ending 
at  points  in  Madison,  Yancey,  Mitchell, 
McDowell,  Avery,  Watauga,  Caldwell, 
Burke,  Rutherford,  Polk,  and  Catawba 
Counties,  NC,  and  Anderson,  Greenville, 
Oconee,  Pickens,  and  Spartanburg 
Counties,  SC,  to  points  in  the  U.S. 
(except  AK  and  HI).  (Hearing  site: 
Asheville,  NC.) 

MC  129526  (Sub-15F),  filed  May  5, 
1980.  Applicant:  FACTOR  TRUCK 
SERVICE,  INC.,  2607  Old  Rodgers  Rd., 
Bristol,  PA  19007.  Representative: 
Francis  W.  Doyle,  323  Maple  Ave., 
Southampton,  PA  18966.  Contract 
carrier,  transporting  (1)  bakery 
products,  (except  commodities  in  bulk), 
from  the  facilities  of  Y  &  Y  Snacks,  Inc., 
at  Philadelphia,  PA,  to  points  in  the  U.S. 
(except  AK.AZ,  CA,  HI.  ID,  MT,  NE,  ND, 
NM,  OR,  SD,  UT,  WA,  and  WY,  (2) 
seasoning  powders,  from  Liverpool,  NY, 
and  Cincinnati  and  Cleveland,  OH,  to 
the  facilities  of  Y  &Y  Snacks,  Inc.,  at 
Philadelphia,  PA,  and  (3)  com  meal,  in 
bags,  from  Paris,  IL  and  Indianapolis, 
IN,  to  the  facilities  of  Y  &  Y  Snacks  Inc., 
at  Philadelphia,  PA,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  in  (1),  (2),  and  (3)  with  Y  &  Y 
Snacks,  Inc.,  of  Philadelphia,  PA. 
(Hearing  site:  Philadelphia,  PA,  or 
Washington,  DC.) 

MC  129526  (Sub-16F),  filed  May  15 
1980.  Applicant:  FACTOR  TRUCK 
SERVICE,  INC.,  2607  Old  Rodgers  Rd., 
Bristol,  PA  19007.  Representative: 
Francis  W.  Doyle  323  Maple  Ave., 
Southampton,  PA  18968.  Contract 
carrier,  transporting  footwear,  (1)  from 
the  facilities  of  Vista  Shoe  Company,  at 
Philadelphia,  PA,  to  points  in  the  U.S. 
(except  AK  and  HI),  and  (2)  from  points 
in  MA,  ME,  and  NH  to  the  facilities  of 
Vista  Shoe  Company,  at  Philadelphia, 
PA,  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
the  Vista  Shoe  Company,  of 
Philadelphia,  PA.  (Hearing  site: 
Philadelphia,  PA,  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  1333376  (Sub-3F),  filed  May  14, 
1980.  Applicant:  THOMAS  A. 
GARRETT,  d.b.a.  GARRETT 
TRUCKING  CO.,  P.O.  Box  224, 
Owensville,  IN  47665.  Representative: 
Walter  F.  Jones,  Jr.,  601  Chamber  of 


Commerce  Bldg.,  320  No.  Meridian  St, 
Indianapolis,  IN  46204.  Contract  carrier, 
transporting  blacks  (carbon  gas  or  oil) 
granular,  from  Westlake,  and  Tate 
Cove,  LA,  to  Terre  Haute,  IN,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Ampacet 
Corporation,  of  Terre  Haute,  IN. 

(Hearing  site:  Indianapolis,  IN,  or  SL 
Louis,  MO.) 

MC  133566  (Sub-156F),  filed  May  9, 
1980.  Applicant:  GANGLOFF  & 
DOWNHAM  TRUCKING  CO..  INC„ 

P.O.  Box  479,  Logansport,  IN  46947. 
Representative:  Jack  H.  Blanshan,  205 
West  Touhy  Ave.,  Suite  200,  Park  Ridge, 
IL  60068.  Transporting  meats,  meat 
products,  meat  byproducts  and  articles 
distributed  by  meat  packing  houses  as 
described  in  Sections  A  and  C  of 
Appendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  MCC 
209  and  766,  (except  hides  and 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  the  facilities 
of  Wilson  Foods  Corporation,  at  Omaha, 
NE,  to  points  in  CT,  DE,  IL  IN,  ME,  MD, 
MA.  MI,  NJ,  NH,  NY,  OH.  PA,  RI,  VT, 
VA,  and  DC,  restricted  to  traffic 
originating  at  the  above  named  origin 
and  destined  to  the  named  destinations. 
(Hearing  site:  Chicago,  IL  or  Omaha, 
NE.) 

MC  134806  (Sub-66F),  filed  May  9, 
1980.  Applicant:  B-D-R  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  1277,  Vernon  Dr., 
Brattleboro,  VT  05301.  Representative: 
Francis  J.  Ortman,  7101  Wisconsin  Ave., 
Suite  605,  Washington,  DC  20014. 
Contract  carrier,  transporting  foot  wear, 
from  Dexter,  ME,  to  Denver,  CO,  Salt 
Lake  City,  UT,  and  Reno,  NV,  and  points 
in  CA,  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Dexter  Shoe  Company,  of  Dexter,  ME. 
(Hearing  site:  Boston,  MA.) 

MC  135046  (Sub-2lF),  filed  May  15, 
1980.  Applicant:  ARLINGTON  J. 
WILLIAMS,  INC.,  1398  So.  DuPont  Hwy, 
Smyrna,  DE  19977.  Representative:  S.  W. 
Eamshaw,  833  Washington  Bldg., 
Washington,  DC  20005.  Transporting 
sinks,  worktables,  cocktail  units,  ice 
chests,  and  fixtures  and  supplies  for  the 
foregoing  commodities,  between  the 
facilities  of  Metal  Masters  Foodservice 
Co.,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Smyrna,  DE,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
AL,  AZ.  AR.  CA,  CO,  FL,  GA,  IL  IN,  IA, 
KS,  KY,  LA.  MD,  MI,  MN,  MS,  MO,  NE, 
NJ,  NM,  NY,  NC,  OH,  OK,  SC.  TN,  TX, 
and  WI,  and  Philadelphia,  PA.  (Hearing 
site:  Washington,  DC.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  136796  (Sub-7F),  filed  May  12. 
1980.  Applicant:  CHARLES  OTTO  d.b.a. 
OTTO  TRANSFER.  417  Elm  St.,  Delano, 
MN  55328.  Representative:  John  B.  Van 
de  North,  Jr.,  2200  First  National  Bank 
Bldg.,  St.  Paul,  MN  55101.  Contract 
carrier,  transporting  insulation  products 
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(except  in  bulk  and  except  cellulose 
products),  from  Mobridge,  SD,  to  points 
in  AZ,  CA,  CO,  ID,  KS,  MT.  NE,  ND, 

NM,  NV.  OK.  OR,  TX,  UT,  WA.  and  WY, 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Minnesota  Diversified  Products,  Inc. 
(Hearing  site:  Minneapolis  or  St.  Paul, 

MN. ) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC 139066  (Sub-9F),  filed  May  6, 1980. 
Applicant:  VAN  BUS  DELIVERY  CO., 
d.b.a.  UNITED  VAN  BUS  DELIVERY, 
2601  32nd  Ave.,  So.,  Minneapolis,  MN 
55406.  Representative:  Warren  A.  Goff, 
2008  Clark  Tower,  5100  Popular  Ave., 
Memphis,  TN  38137.  Contract  carrier, 
transporting  liquid  calcium  chloride,  in 
bulk,  and  liquid  chlorine  in  cylinders, 
between  St.  Paul,  MN,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  WI,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Van  Waters 
&  Rogers,  a  division  of  Univar.  (Hearing 
site:  Minneapolis,  MN.) 

MC  139667  (Sub-6F),  filed  May  12, 

1980.  Applicant:  CHARLES  SCHMIDT, 
)R.,  906  Meadow  Lane,  Salem,  IL  62881. 
Representative:  Robert  T.  Lowley,  300 
Reisch  Bldg.,  Springfield,  IL  62701. 
Contract  carrier,  transporting  printed 
matter,  from  Mt.  Vernon  and  Salem,  IL, 
to  Indianapolis,  IN,  restricted  to 
movements  having  a  subsequent 
movement  by  rail,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  World  Color  Press,  Inc., 
of  Effingham,  IL.  (Hearing  site:  St.  Louis, 

MO,  or  Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  139906  (Sub-104F),  filed  April  26, 
1980.  Applicant:  INTERSTATE 
CONTRACT  CARRIER  CORP.,  P.O.  Box 
30303,  Salt  Lake  City,  UT  84127. 
Representative:  Richard  A.  Peterson, 
P.O.  Box  81849,  Lincoln,  NE  68501. 
Transporting  such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  by  retail  department  stores  and 
materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
operation  of  such  stores,  from  points  in 
the  U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI)  to  points  in 
MI,  IN,  and  OH,  restricted  to  traffic 
destined  to  the  facilities  of  MEIJER,  Inc., 
or  its  subsidiaries.  (Hearing  site: 

Lincoln.  NE,  or  Salt  Lake  City,  UT.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  139906  (Sub-115F),  filed  May  22, 
1980.  Applicant:  INTERSTATE 
CONTRACT  CARRIER  CORP.,  P.O.  Box 
30303,  Salt  Lake  City,  UT  84127. 
Representative:  Richard  A.  Peterson, 
P.O.  Box  81849,  Lincoln,  NE  68501. 
Transporting  wearing  apparel,  from 
Alsip,  IL,  to  points  in  LA,  MN,  IN,  MO, 
KS,  and  CO.  (Hearing  site:  Salt  Lake 
City,  UT,  or  Lincoln,  NE.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  141597  (Sub-12F),  filed  May  5, 
1980.  Applicant:  RIVERSIDE  TRUCK 
LINE,  INC.,  919  4th  Ave.,  So.,  Denison, 
IA  51441.  Representative:  James  M. 


Hodge,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines,  IA  50309.  Contract  carrier, 
transporting  printed  religious  matter, 
and  materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture,  sale  and  distribution  of  the 
foregoing  commodities,  (except  in  bulk), 
between  points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK 
and  HI),  under  continuing  contract(s) 
with  World  Bible  Publishers,  Inc.,  a 
subsidiary  of  Riverside  Book  and  Bible 
House.  (Hearing  site:  Omaha,  NE.) 

MC  142447  (Sub-14F),  filed  May  1, 

1980.  Applicant:  LOUISIANA-PACIFIC 
TRUCKING  CO.,  an  Oregon  corporation, 
P.O.  Drawer  AB,  New  Waverly,  TX 
77358.  Representative:  Harold  R. 
Ainsworth,  2307  American  Bank  Bldg., 
New  Orleans,  LA  70130.  Contract 
carrier,  transporting  (1)  wood  chips, 
sawdust,  and  shavings  (2)  bark,  in 
mixed  loads,  with  the  commodities  in 
(1),  (a)  from  DeFuniak  Springs  and  West 
Bay,  FL,  to  points  in  GA,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  H.  C.  Hodges 
Lumber  Co.,  Inc.,  of  Panama  City,  FL, 
and  (b)  from  Crestview,  FL,  to  points  in 
GA,  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Louisiana-Pacific  Corporation,  of 
Portland,  OR.  (Hearing  site:  New 
Orleans,  LA.) 

MC  142686  (Sub-46F),  filed  May  30, 
1980.  Applicant:  MID-WESTERN 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  10506  S.  Shoemaker 
Ave.,  Santa  Fe  Springs,  CA  90670. 
Representative:  Joseph  Fazio  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Contract  carrier, 
transporting  aluminum  and  aluminum 
articles,  and  materials  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  and  distribution 
of  the  foregoing  commodities,  between 
the  facilities  of  Howmet  Aluminum  Co., 
at  points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI), 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI), 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Howmet  Aluminum  Co.,  of  Greenwich, 
CT.  (Hearing  site:  Los  Angeles  or  San 
Diego,  CA.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  142747  (Sub-lF),  filed  May  27, 
1980.  Applicant:  TATECO,  One  Cheddar 
Lane,  Valley  City,  IL  62340. 
Representative:  Tom  B.  Kretsinger,  20 
East  Franklin,  Liberty,  MO  64068. 
Contract  carrier,  transporting  foodstuffs 
(except  in  bulk),  from  die  facilities  of 
Globe  Products  Co.,  Inc.,  at  Clifton,  NJ, 
to  points  in  AR,  IL,  IN,  IA,  KS,  KY,  LA, 
MI,  MN,  MO,  NE,  MN,  OK,  TX,  and  WI, 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with  Globe 
Products  Co.,  Inc.,  of  Clifton,  NJ. 
(Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  143246  (Sub-12F),  filed  May  5, 
1980.  Applicant:  LAND  TRANSPORT 
CORP.,  24  Sabrina  Rd.,  Wellesley,  MA 
02181.  Representative:  James  E. 
Mahoney,  148  State  St.,  Boston,  MA 
02109.  Contract  carrier,  transporting 


such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or 
used  by  manufacturers  of  glass  and 
glass  products  (except  commodities  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles),  between  the 
facilities  of  Anchor  Hocking 
Corporation,  Shenango  China  Company, 
and  Phoenix  Glass  Company,  located  in 
Lancaster,  Canal  Winchester,  and 
Bremen,  OH,  Clarksburg,  and  Chester, 
WV,  and  Monaca,  and  New  Castle,  PA, 
on  the  one  hand,  and  on  the  other, 
points  in  ME,  NH,  VT,  MA,  RI,  and  CT, 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Anchor  Hocking  Corporation,  Shenango 
China  Company,  and  Phoenix  Glass 
Company,  all  of  Lancaster,  OH.  (Hearing 
site:  Boston,  MA,  or  Providence,  RI.) 

MC  143436  (Sub-42F),  filed  May  14, 
1980.  Applicant:  CONTROLLED 
TEMPERATURE  TRANSIT,  INC.,  8328 
Hill  Gail  Dr.,  P.O.  Box  41228, 
Indianapolis,  IN  46241.  Representative: 
Stephen  M.  Gentry,  1502  Main  St., 
Speedway,  IN  46224.  Transporting 
general  commodities  (except  those  of 
unusual  value,  classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  commodities  in 
bulk,  and  those  requiring  special 
equipment),  in  vehicles  equipped  with 
mechanical  refrigeration,  from 
Indianapolis,  IN,  to  points  in  IN,  KY  and 
OH,  restricted  to  traffic  destined  to  the 
named  points  of  destinations.  (Hearing 
site:  Indianapolis,  IN.) 

MC  143687  (Sub-12F),  filed  May  2, 

1980.  Applicant:  DAVID  DALE 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  2  Franklin  St.,  West 
Medway,  MA  02053.  Representative: 
Wesley  S.  Chused,  15  Court  Square, 
Boston,  MA  02108.  Contract  carrier, 
transporting  paper  bags,  between  points 
in  the  U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI),  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  the  facilities 
of  Mobil  Chemical  Company,  Plastics 
Division,  at  points  in  the  U.S.  (except 
AK  and  HI),  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Mobil  Chemical 
Company,  Plastics  Division,  of 
Macedon,  NY.  (Hearing  site:  Buffalo, 

NY,  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  144386  (Sub-4F),  filed  May  2, 1980. 
Applicant:  WILLIAM  B.  BLANEY,  JOHN 
D.  BLANEY,  JR.  and  JAMES  M.  BLANEY 
d.b.a.  BLANEY  FARMS,  R.D.  #1,  Box 
218B,  Perryopolis,  PA  15473. 
Representative:  William  A.  Gray,  2310 
Grant  Bldg.,  Pittsburgh,  PA  15219. 
Contract  carrier,  transporting  malt 
beverages,  and  materials  gnd  supplies 
used  in  the  sale  and  distribution  of  malt 
beverages,  between  State  College  and 
New  Kensington,  PA,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  those  points  in  the 
U.S.  in  and  east  of  MN,  IA,  MO,  AR,  and 
LA,  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Galli  Beer  Distributing  Co.,  Inc.  of  New 
Kensington,  PA,  and  Cold,  Inc.  d.b.a. 
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Nittany  Beverage  of  State  College,  PA. 
(Hearing  site:  Pittsburgh,  PA,  or 
Washington,  DC.) 

MC  144386  (Sub-5F),  filed  May  2, 1980. 
Applicant:  WILUAM  B.  BLANEY,  JOHN 
D.  BLANEY,  JR.  and  JAMES  M. 

BLANEY,  d.b.a.  BLANEY  FARMS,  R.D. 
#1,  Box  218B,  Perryopolis,  PA  15473. 
Representative:  William  A.  Gray,  2310 
Grant  Bldg.,  Pittsburgh,  PA  15219, 
Contract  carrier,  transporting  malt 
beverages,  and  materials  and  supplies 
used  in  the  sale  and  distribution  of  malt 
beverages,  between  Newark,  NJ,  and 
Milwaukee,  WI,  on  the  one  hand,  and  on 
the  other,  Washington,  PA,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Gasper  A. 
Mirisciotta,  d.b.a.  Gabby’s  Gem 
Distributing  Co.  (Hearing  site: 

Pittsburgh,  PA,  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  145317  (Sub-llF),  filed  May  15, 
1980.  Applicant:  QUALITY  SERVICE 
TANK  LINES,  INC.,  9022  Perrin  Beitel 
Road,  San  Antonio,  TX  78217. 
Representative:  Timothy  Mashbum,  P.O. 
Box  2207,  Austin,  TX  78768. 

Transporting  cement,  between  points  in 
TX,  LA,  AR,  OK,  and  NM.  (Hearing  site: 
San  Antonio,  or  Austin,  TX.) 

MC  145676  (Sub-5F),  filed  May  14, 
1980.  Applicant:  JOHN  BREITWEISER 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  R.R.  #1,  Dow,  IL 
62022.  Representative:  Robert  T.  Lawley, 
300  Reisch  Bldg.,  Springfield,  IL  62701. 
Contract  carrier,  transporting 
carbonated  beverages  and  flavored 
syrups,  (a)  from  Granite  City,  IL,  to 
points  in  IA,  MN,  and  NE,  (b)  from 
Columbus,  OH,  to  Granite  City,  IL,  and 
(c)  from  Lenexa,  KS,  to  points  in  IL,  IA, 
and  WI,  under  continuing  contract(s) 
with  Shasta  Beverages,  a  Div.  of 
Consolidated  Foods  Company,  of 
Hayward,  CA.  (Hearing  site:  St.  Louis, 
MO,  or  Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  146026  (Sub-2F),  filed  May  12, 
1980.  Applicant:  CROSS  COUNTRY 
FARMING  COOPERATIVE,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  134,  Pine  Island,  NY  10969. 
Representative:  George  A.  Olsen,  P.O. 
Box  357,  Gladstone,  NJ  07934.  Contract 
carrier,  transporting  paper  and  paper 
articles,  and  materials,  equipment,  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
sale  of  paper  and  paper  articles, 
between  the  facilities  utilized  by  Deluxe 
Check  Printers,  Inc.,  at  points  in  the  U.S. 
(except  AK  and  HI),  oh  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  U.S. 
(except  AK  and  HI),  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Deluxe  Check  Printers, 
Inc.,  of  St.  Paul,  MN.  (Hearing  site:  St. 
Paul,  MN,  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  146336  (Sub-llF),  filed  May  9, 
1980.  Applicant:  WESTERN 
TRANSPORTATION'  SYSTEMS,  INC., 
1609  109th  St..  Grand  Prairie,  TX  75050. 
Representative:  D.  Paul  Stafford,  P.O. 


Box  45538,  Dallas,  TX  75245.  Contract 
carrier,  transporting  disposable  surgical 
supplies,  and  paper  and  fabric  used  in 
the  manufacture  of  disposable  surgical 
supplies,  (1)  from  Nashville,  TN,  to 
Atlanta,  GA,  and  (2)  from  Gainesville, 
GA,  to  El  Paso,  Laredo,  and  Waco,  TX, 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Surgikos,  Inc.,  of  Arlington,  TX.  (Hearing 
site:  Dallas,  TX.) 

MC  146586  (Sub-2F),  filed  May  14, 

1980.  Applicant:  CHARLES  P. 
BREWSTER,  d.b.a.  BREWSTER 
DISTRIBUTING,  125  East  State  St., 
O’Fallon,  IL  62269.  Representative: 
Charles  P.  Brewster,  209  Belview, 
Normal,  IL  61671.  Transporting 
foodstuffs,  from  the  facilities  of 
Anderson  Clayton  Food,  at  Jacksonville, 
IL,  to  points'in  AL,  IN,  MO,  SC,  AR,  KY, 
NC,  TN,  FL,  LA,  OH,  TX,  GA.  MS,  and 
PA.  (Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  146927  (Sub-12F),  filed  May  14, 
1980.  Applicant:  DIXIE  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  1126,  Hattiesburg,  MS 
39401.  Representative:  William  P. 
Jackson,  Jr.,  3426  N.  Washington  Blvd., 
P.O.  Box  1240,  Arlington,  VA  22210. 
Transporting  such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  or  used  by  a  manufacturer  of 
paper  and  paper  products  (except  in 
bulk),  from  points  in  TX,  AR,  LA,  MS, 
TN,  GA,  and  FL  to  the  facilities  of 
American  Can  Company  at  or  near 
Naheola,  AL,  and  Meridian,  MS. 
(Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  148196  (Sub-2F),  filed  May  8, 1980. 
Applicant:  PACIFIC  NORTHWEST 
CONTRACT  CARRIERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
197,  U.S.  Hwy  231  No.,  Wetumpka,  AL 
36092.  Representative:  Ronald  L. 
Stichweh,  727  Frank  Nelson  Bldg., 
Birmingham,  AL  35203.  Transporting 
general  commodities  (except  those  of 
unusual  value,  classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  commodities  in 
bulk,  and  those  requiring  special 
equipment),  moving  on  bills  of  lading  of 
freight  forwarders,  between  points  in 
AL,  AR,  AZ,  CA,  CO,  FL,  GA,  ID,  IL,  IN, 
KY,  LA,  MS,  MO,  MT.  NJ,  NY,  NC,  OH, 
OR,  PA,  SC,  TN,  TX,  UT,  VA,  WA,  and 
WI.  (Hearing  site:  Birmingham  or 
Montgomery,  AL.) 

MC  148777  (Sub-2F),  filed  May  27, 
1980.  Applicant:  JACK  BURTCH  CO.,  a 
corporation,  900  Petrol  Rd.,  Bakersfield, 
CA  93308.  Representative:  Earl  N.  Miles, 
3704  Candlewood  Dr.,  Bakersfield,  CA 
93306.  Transporting  fuel  oil,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  Bakersfield,  CA,  to 
points  in  Los  Angeles,  Santa  Barbara 
and  Ventura  Counties,  CA,  restricted  to 
traffic  having  a  prior  move  by  rail  and 
subsequent  move  by  water  vessel. 
(Hearing  site:  Bakersfield,  CA.) 


MC  149026  (Sub-7F),  filed  May  30, 

1980.  Applicant:  TRANS-STATES 
LINES,  INC.,  633  Main  St.,  Van  Buren, 

AR  72956.  Representative:  Don  A.  Smith, 
P.O.  Box  43,  510  No.  Greenwood,  Fort 
Smith,  AR.  72902.  Transporting  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by 
producers  and  distributors  of  alcoholic 
beverages  (except  commodities  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles),  between  points  in  the 
U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI),  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Little  Rock,  AR. 
(Hearing  site:  Little  Rock,  AR.) 

MC  149026  (Sub-8F),  filed  June  2, 1980. 
Applicant:  TRANS-STATES  LINES, 

INC.,  633  Main  St.,  Van  Buren,  AR  72956. 
Representative:  Don  A.  Smith,  P.O.  Box 
43,  410  No.  Greenwood,  Fort  Smith,  AR 
72902.  Transporting  office  furniture, 
office  supplies,  tool  boxes,  cases,  and 
metal  articles,  between  Fort  Smith,  AR, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI). 
(Hearing  site:  Fort  Smith,  AR.) 

MC  150287  (Sub-lF),  filed  May  5. 1980. 
Applicant:  TOM  RICE,  723  Commercial 
St.,  La  Porte  City,  IA  50651. 
Representative:  Richard  D.  Howe,  600 
Hubbell  Bldg.,  Des  Moines,  IA  50309. 
Transporting  (1)  beer,  and  (2)  recyclable 
materials,  between  Minneapolis  and  St. 
Paul,  MN,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  Waterloo,  IA.  (Hearing  site:  Des 
Moines,  LA,  or  Kansas  City,  MO.) 

MC  150537  (Sub-2F),  filed  April  28, 
1980.  Applicant:  VERL  PRAY  SHELLING 
&  TRUCKING,  INC.,  Rt.  2,  Alden,  IA 
50006.  Representative:  James  M.  Hodge, 
1980  Financial  Center,  Des  Moines,  IA 
50309.  Transporting  machine  tools, 
honing  machines,  and  processed  tubing, 
and  materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
production,  sale  and  distribution  of  all 
the  foregoing  commodities,  between  the 
facilities  of  Century  Machine,  Inc.,  at 
Coulter,  IA,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK  and 
HI).  (Hearing  site:  Omaha,  NE,  or 
Minneapolis,  MN.) 

MC  150656  (Sub-2F),  filed  May  23, 

1980.  Applicant:  FARM  SERVICE  & 
SUPPLIES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5351, 
Evansville,  IN  47715.  Representative: 
Robert  J.  Gill,  410  Cortez  Rd  West,  Suite 
406,  Bradenton,  FL  33507.  Transporting 
(1)  polycarbonate  plastic  sheets,  and  (2) 
materials,  accessories  and  supplies 
(except  in  bulk)  used  or  useful  in  the 
manufacture  or  distribution  of  the 
commodities  in  (1),  between  the 
facilities  used  by  General  Electric  Co.,  at 
or  near  Mt.  Vernon  and  Evansville,  IN 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI). 
(Hearing  site:  Evansville,  IN,  or 
Springfield,  IL.) 
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Decided:  lune  23, 1980. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  1 
members  Carleton,  Joyce  and  Jones. 

MC  3062  (Sub-5lF),  filed  May  30, 1980. 
Applicant:  INMAN  FREIGHT  SYSTEM, 
INC.,  321  North  Spring  Avenue,  Cape 
Girardeau,  MO  63701.  Representative:  G. 
H.  Boles  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  those  of  unusual  value,  classes 
A  &  B  explosives,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  commodities 
requiring  special  equipment),  serving 
Albion,  West  Salem,  and  Fairfield,  IL,  as 
off-route  points  in  connection  with 
carrier’s  otherwise  authorized  regular- 
route  operations  from  and  to  Evansville, 
IN.  (Hearing  site:  St.  Louis,  MO,  or 
Springfield,  IL.) 

MC  16872  (Sub-25F),  filed  May  19, 

1980.  Applicant:  WILLIAM  MIRRER 
d.b.a.  MIRRER’S  TRUCKING,  100  E.  25th 
St.,  Paterson,  NJ  07514.  Representative: 
George  A.  Olsen,  P.O.  Box  357, 
Gladstone,  NJ  07934.  Transporting  (1) 
Lawn  Mowers,  Tractors,  and  Snow 
Blowers;  and  (2)  Accessories,  materials, 
and  supplies  used  iii  their  sale  and 
distribution,  from  Mcdonough,  GA,  to 
points  in  NJ  and  NY.  (Hearing  site:  New 
York,  NY,  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  64932  (Sub-611F),  filed  May  19, 
1980.  Applicant:  ROGERS  CARTAGE 
CO.,  a  corporation,  10735  South  Cicero 
Avenue,  Oak  Lawn,  EL  60453. 
Representative:  Allan  C.  Zuckerman,  39 
South  LaSalle  Street,  Chicago,  IL  60603. 
Transporting  refined  vegetable  oils,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Opelousas, 
LA,  to  points  in  AR,  IL,  IN,  KS,  KY,  MO, 
MI,  MD,  OH,  PA,  and  TN.  (Hearing  site: 
Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  64932  (Sub-612F),  filed  May  19, 
1980.  Applicant:  ROGERS  CARTAGE 
CO.,  a  corporation,  10735  South  Cicero 
Avenue,  Oak  Lawn,  IL  60453. 
Representative:  Allan  C.  Zuckerman,  39 
South  LaSalle  Street,  Chicago,  IL  60603. 
Transporting  liquid  plastic,  in  bulk,  from 
Leominster,  MA,  to  points  in  IL,  IN,  MI, 
OH,  and  WI.  (Hearing  site:  Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  80443  (Sub-42F),  filed  May  9, 1980. 
Applicant:  OVERNITE  EXPRESS,  INC., 
2550  Long  Lake  Road,  Roseville,  MN 
55113.  Representative:  Samuel 
Rubenstein,  P.O.  Box  5,  Minneapolis, 

MN  55440.  Transporting  Small  arms 
ammunition,  and  related  components 
thereof:  electrical  switch  boxes;  conduit 
outlet  boxes;  junction  boxes  and  covers; 
related  electrical  apparatus  (except 
electrical  appliances);  and  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  the  above  named  items, 
between  Anoka,  MN,  on  the  one  hand, 


and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  U.S. 
(except  AK  and  HI).  (Hearing  site: 
Minneapolis  or  St.  Paul,  MN.) 

MC  84212  (Sub-37F),  filed  May  28, 

1980.  Applicant:  DORN’S 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  Railroad 
Ave.  Ext.  (Colonie),  Albany,  NY  12205. 
Representative:  Irving  Klein,  371 
Seventh  Ave.,  New  York,  NY  10001. 

Over  regular  routes,  transporting 
general  commodities  (except  those  of 
unusual  value,  classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  commodities  in 
bulk,  and  commodities  requiring  special 
equipment)  (1)  between  Plattsburgh,  NY, 
and  Boston,  MA:  (A)  from  Plattsburgh 
over  NY  Hwy  314  to  Ferry  at 
Cumberland  Head,  NY,  then  by  Ferry  to 
VT  Hwy  314,  then  over  VT  Hwy  314  to 
junction  U.S.  Hwy  2,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy 
2  to  its  junction  Interstate  Hwy  89,  then 
over  Interstate  Hwy  89  to  junction 
Interstate  Hwy  93,  then  over  Interstate 
Hwy  93,  to  Boston,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  and  (B)  from  Plattsburgh 
over  U.S.  Hwy  9  to  NY  Hwy  22,  then 
over  NY  Hwys  22  and  9N  to  junction  NY 
Hwy  17,  at  or  near  Chimney  Point  State 
Park,  then  over  NY  Hwy  17,  6  toll 
bridge,  and  over  VT  Hwy  17  to  junction 
VT  Hwy  22A,  then  over  VT  Hwy  22A  to 
junction  VT  Hwy  73,  then  over  VT  Hwy 
73  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  7,  then  over  U.S. 
Hwy  7  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  4,  then  over 
U.S.  Hwy  4  to  junction  Interstate  Hwy 
89,  then  over  Interstate  Hwy  89  to 
junction  Interstate  Hwy  93,  then  over 
Interstate  Hwy  93  to  Boston,  and  return 
over  the  same  route;  (2)  between 
Ticonderoga,  NY  and  Boston,  MA:  from 
Ticonderoga  over  NY  Hwy  9N  to  NY 
Hwy  17,  at  or  near  Chimney  Point  State 
Park,  then  over  toll  bridge  and  VT  Hwy 
17  to  junction  VT  Hwy  22A,  then  over 
VT  Hwy  22A  to  junction  VT  Hwy  73, 
then  over  VT  Hwy  73  to  junction  U.S. 
Hwy  7,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  7  to  junction 
U.S.  Hwy  4,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  4  to 
junction  Interstate  Hwy  89,  then  over 
Interstate  Hwy  89  to  junction  Interstate 
Hwy  93,  then  over  Interstate  Hwy  93  to 
Boston,  and  return  over  the  same  route; 
and  (3)  between  Glens  Falls,  NY,  and 
Boston,  MA:  from  Glens  Falls  over  U.S. 
Hwy  4  to  junction  Interstate  Hwy  89, 
then  over  Interstate  Hwy  89  to  junction 
Interstate  Hwy  93,  then  over  Interstate 
Hwy  93  to  Boston,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  serving  no  intermediate  or 
off-route  points  in  (1),  (2),  and  (3)  above. 
(Hearing  site:  Albany,  NY  or 
Washington,  DC.) 

Note. — The  purpose  of  this  application  is  to 
seek  additional  gateways  between 
Plattsburgh,  Ticonderoga,  and  Glens  Falls, 
NY,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  Boston,  MA,  on  the 
other.  Applicant  presently  operates  over 


combinations  of  regular  and  irregular  routes 
to  provide  service  between  the  points  named. 

MC  87103  (Sub-60F),  filed  May  22, 

1980.  Applicant:  MILLER  TRANSFER 
AND  RIGGING  CO.,  a  corporation,  P.O. 
Box  322,  Cuyahoga  Falls,  OH  44222. 
Representative:  Edward  P.  Bocko  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Transporting  (1) 
tunnel  boring  equipment  and  parts,  and 
(2)  equipment,  materials,  and  supplies 
used  in  the  production  or  distribution  of 
the  commodities  in  (1)  above  (except  in 
bulk),  between  points  in  the  U.S.  (except 
AK  and  HI),  restricted  to  traffic 
originating  at  or  destined  to  the  facilities 
of  Jarva,  Incorporated.  (Hearing  site: 
Cleveland,  OH  or  Washington,  DC.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  87103  (Sub-81F),  filed  May  22, 

1980.  Applicant:  MILLER  TRANSFER 
AND  RIGGING  CO.,  a  corporation,  P.O. 
Box  322,  Cuyahoga  Falls,  OH  44222. 
Representative:  Edward  P.  Bocko  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Transporting  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or  used  by 
manufacturers  and  distributors  of  iron 
or  steeel  industrial  material  handling 
and  mining  equipment,  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  between  the 
facilities  of  Phillips  Mine  &  Mill,  Inc.,  at 
Bridgeville,  PA,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  the  other,  points  in  the  U.S.  (except 
AK  and  HI),  restricted  to  traffic 
originating  at  or  destined  to  the  named 
facilities.  (Hearing  site:  Philadelphia,  PA 
or  Washington,  DC.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  87523  (Sub-114F),  filed  May  13. 
1980.  Applicant:  STEWART  TRUCKING 
CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5155,  Manchester, 
NH  03108.  Representative:  Edward  J. 
Kiley,  1730  M  Street,  NW.,  Washington, 
DC  20036.  Transporting  malt  beverages, 
from  Fulton,  Rochester,  and  Utica,  NY, 
and  Philadelphia,  PA,  to  points  in  ME, 
MA,  NH,  and  VT.  (Hearing  site:  Boston, 
MA,  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  107012  (Sub-534F),  filed  May  8, 
1980.  Applicant:  NORTH  AMERICAN 
VAN  LINES,  INC.,  5001  U.S.  Highway  30 
West,  P.O.  Box  988,  Fort  Wayne,  IN 
46801.  Representative:  Bruce  W. 

Boyarko,  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  convertible  bed  units  and 
fabric,  from  points  in  KY,  MA,  NC,  and 
SC  to  the  facilities  of  Barclay  Furniture 
Co.  at  or  near  Sherman,  MS.  (Hearing 
sites:  Memphis,  TN,  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  107012  (Sub-535F),  filed  May  8, 
1980.  Applicant:  NORTH  AMERICAN 
VAN  LINES,  INC.,  5001  U.S.  Highway  30 
West,  P.O.  Box  988,  Fort  Wayne,  IN 
46801.  Representative:  David  D.  Bishop 
(same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  (1)  plastic  and  plastic 
articles,  and  (2)  materials  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  of  plastic 
and  plastic  articles,  between  points  in 
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the  U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI),  restricted 
to  traffic  originating  at  or  destined  to  the 
facilities  of  Thompson  Industries  Co. 
(Hearing  sites:  Phoenix,  AZ,  or 
Washington,  DC.) 

MC  107012  (Sub-536F),  filed  May  13. 
1980.  Applicant:  NORTH  AMERICAN 
VAN  LINES,  INC.,  5001  U.S.  Highway  30 
West,  P.O.  Box  988,  Fort  Wayne,  IN 
46801.  Representative:  David  D.  Bishop 
(same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  (1)  luggage,  (2)  parts  and 
accessories  for  luggage,  and  (3) 
materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  (1)  and  (2)  above, 
between  Denver,  CO,  and  Nogales,  AZ, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  El 
Paso,  TX.  (Hearing  sites:  Denver,  CO,  or 
Washington,  DC.) 

MC  107012  (Sub-537F),  filed  May  15. 
1980.  Applicant:  NORTH  AMERICAN 
VAN  LINES,  INC.,  5001  U.S.  Highway  30 
West,  P.O.  Box  988,  Fort  Wayne,  IN 
46801.  Representative:  David  D.  Bishop 
(same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  plastic  trays,  plastic 
sheeting  and  plastic  hangers,  (1)  from 
the  facilities  of  A  &  E  Plastics,  Inc.,  at  or 
near  (a)  City  of  Industry,  CA  to  those 
points  in  the  U.S.  in  and  east  of  ND,  SD, 
NE,  KS,  OK,  and  TX,  and  (b)  Rockaway, 
NJ,  and  New  York,  NY,  to  points  in  CA, 
GA,  IL,  and  OH,  and  (2)  from  the 
facilities  of  A  &  E  Products  Group,  at  or 
near  Santa  Ana,  CA,  to  points  in  the 
U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI).  (Hearing  site: 
Los  Angeles,  CA,  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  107012  (Sub-538F),  filed  May  19, 
1980.  Applicant:  NORTH  AMERICAN 
VAN  LINES,  INC.,  5001  U.S.  Highway  30 
West,  P.O.  Box  988,  Fort  Wayne,  IN 
46801.  Representative:  David  D.  Bishop 
(same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  aircraft  seating,  crated, 
from  the  facilities  of  Weber  Aircraft  at 
or  near  Gainesville,  TX,  to  points  in  CA 
and  WA.  (Hearing  site:  Austin,  TX,  or 
Washington,  DC.) 

MC  108393  (Sub-150F),  filed  May  2, 
1980.  Applicant:  SIGNAL  DELIVERY 
SERVICE,  INC.,  201  East  Ogden  Avenue, 
Hinsdale,  IL  60521.  Representative:  J.  A. 
Kundtz,  1100  National  City  Bank  Bldg., 
Cleveland,  OH  44114.  Contract  carrier, 
transporting  general  commodities 
(except  commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  classes  A  and  B  explosives; 
houshold  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  and  commodities  requiring 
special  equipment),  between 
Philadelphia,  PA,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  Alexandria,  VA,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  West  Coast 
Shippers  Association,  Inc.,  of 
Philadelphia,  PA.  (Hearing  site:  Chicago, 
IL,  or  Washington,  DC.) 

Note. — Common  control  and  dual 
operations  may  be  involved. 


MC  111812  (Sub-725F),  filed  May  13, 
1980.  Applicant:  MIDWEST  COAST 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1233, 

Sioux  Falls,  SD  57117.  Representative: 

R.  H.  Jinks  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  (1)  such  commodities  as 
are  dealt  in  by  manufacturers  of  floors, 
floor  coverings,  walls  and  wall 
coverings  (except  in  bulk),  and  (2) 
Materials,  equipment  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  or  distribution  of  the 
commodities  named  in  (1)  (except  in 
bulk),  from  Asheville,  NC,  to  those 
points  in  the  U.S.  in  and  east  of  IL,  KY, 
MS,  TN  and  WI  (except  NC),  restricted 
in  (1)  and  (2)  to  the  transportation  of 
traffic  originating  at  or  destined  to  the 
facilities  of  Roberts  Consolidated 
Industries.  (Hearing  site:  Los  Angeles, 
CA.) 

MC  111812  (Sub-728F),  filed  May  15, 
1980.  Applicant:  MIDWEST  COAST 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1233, 

Sioux  Falls,  SD  57117.  Representative: 

R.  H.  Jinks  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  alcoholic  beverages,  (1) 
from  points  in  CA,  to  points  in  AR,  CO, 
DC,  KS,  IL  IN,  LA,  MD.  MA,  MI,  MN. 

MO,  NE,  NJ,  NY,  ND,  OH.  PA.  SD,  and 
WI,  and  (2)  From  Clermont, 
Lawrenceburg,  Bardstown,  Owensboro, 
Frankfort,  and  Louisville,  KY, 

Cincinnati,  OH;  Schenley,  PA,  Chicago, 
Plainfield  and  Peoria,  EL,  Jacksonville, 

FL  Canandaigua  and  Hammondsport, 
NY,  Detroit,  MI,  St.  Louis,  MO,  and 
Baltimore,  Relay,  and  Dundalk,  MD,  to 
Minneapolis/St.  Paul,  MN,  Aberdeen, 
Rapid  City,  and  Sioux  Falls,  SD,  and 
Fargo,  ND.  (Hearing  site:  San  Francisco, 
CA.) 

MC  111812  (Sub-727F),  filed  May  19, 
1980.  Applicant:  MIDWEST  COAST 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1233, 

Sioux  Falls,  SD  57117.  Representative: 

R.  H.  Jinks  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  (1)  printed  forms,  printing 
paper,  carbon  paper;  and  (2)  Machinery, 
equipment  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  the  commodities  in  (1) 
above,  from  Fullerton,  San  Jose,  Santa 
Ana,  Carson,  West  Los  Angeles,  San 
Diego  and  Santee,  CA,  Tulsa,  OK, 
Shreveport,  LA,  Eden,  NC,  Randolph 
Township,  NJ,  Brookfield,  WI,  and  Salt 
Lake  City,  UT,  to  points  in  the  U.S. 
(except  AK  and  HI),  restricted  to  traffic 
originating  at  or  destined  to  the  facilities 
of  Vanier  Graphics  Corporation. 
(Hearing  site:  Los  Angeles,  CA.) 

MC  113843  (Sub-283F),  filed  May  9, 
1980.  Applicant:  REFRIGERATED  FOOD 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Summer  Street, 
Boston,  MA  02210.  Representative: 
Lawrence  T.  Sheils  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Transporting  printed  matter 
from  Canton,  OH,  to  points  in  CT,  DE, 
LA.  IL  IN,  KS,  KY,  MA,  MD,  ME,  MI, 


MN,  MO,  NE,  NH.  NJ,  NY.  PA,  RI.  VA, 
VT,  WI,  WV  and  DC.  (Hearing  site: 
Columbus,  OH.) 

MC  114273  (Sub-729F),  filed  May  20, 
1980.  Applicant:  CRST,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
68,  Cedar  Rapids,  IA  52406. 
Representative:  Kenneth  L  Core  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Transporting 
scrap  synthetic  and  cotton  waste,  silica 
and  rubber  and  rubber  compounds,  from 
points  in  KY  and  OH  to  points  in  IA, 

MN,  MO,  and  NE.  (Hearing  site: 

Chicago,  EL,  or  Washington,  DC.) 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 

MC  116763  (Sub-665F),  filed  May  20, 
1980.  Applicant:  CARL  SUBLER 
TRUCKING.  INC.,  North  West  St.. 
Versailles,  OH  45380.  Representative: 
Gary  J.  Jira  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  used  household  furniture, 
commodities  which  require  the  use  of 
special  equipment,  automobiles,  trucks 
and  buses  as  described  in  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766,  and 
classes  A  and  B  explosives),  between 
those  points  in  the  U.S.  in  and  east  of 
MN,  IA,  MO,  OK,  and  TX,  restricted  to 
the  transportation  of  traffic  originating 
at  or  destined  to  the  facilities  utilized  by 
Brown  Company.  (Hearing  site: 
Washington,  DC.) 

MC  119192  (Sub-14F),  filed  May  22. 
1980.  Applicant:  EASTERN  DELIVERY 
SERVICE,  INC.,  80  Central  Avenue, 
Bridgeport,  CT  06607.  Representative: 
Morton  E.  Kiel,  Suite  1832,  Two  World 
Trade  Center,  New  York,  NY  10048. 
Contract  carrier,  transporting  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by 
department  stores,  and  materials, 
supplies,  and  equipment  used  in  the 
conduct  of  such  business  (except  in 
bulk),  between  Philadelphia,  PA,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  NJ, 
NY,  PA,  DE,  and  CT,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  John  Wanamaker  of 
Philadelphia,  PA.  (Hearing  site: 
Philadelphia,  PA.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  119493  (Sub-381F),  filed  May  19, 
1980.  Applicant:  MONKEM  CO.,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  1196,  Joplin,  MO  64801. 
Representative:  Thomas  D.  Boone  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Transporting 
machinery,  machine  parts,  and 
materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  thereof 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  between 
points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI), 
restricted  to  traffic  originating  at  or 
destined  to  the  facilities  owned  or  used 
by  Construction  Machinery  Company. 
(Hearing  site:  Waterloo  or  Des  Moines, 
IA.) 


47988 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  45,  No.  139  /  Thursday,  July  17,  1980  /  Notices 


MC  119493  (Sub-382F),  filed  May  19, 
1980.  Applicant:  MONKEM  CO.,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  1196,  Joplin,  MO  64801. 
Representative:  Thomas  D.  Boone  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Transporting 
charcoal,  charcoal  products,  and 
materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  thereof 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  between  . 
Salem,  MO,  and  Kenbridge,  VA,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
the  U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI).  (Hearing 
site:  St.  Louis  or  Kansas  City,  MO.) 

MC  135052  (Sub-29F),  filed  May  27, 
1980.  Applicant:  ASHCRAFT 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  875  Webster  Street, 
Shelbyville,  IN  46178.  Representative: 
Donald  W.  Smith,  P.O.  Box  40248, 
Indianapolis,  IN  46240.  Transporting 
Paper  and  paper  products,  and 
materials,  equipment  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  and  distribution  of 
paper  and  paper  products  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  between  points  in 
IL  IN.  WI.  AL  IA,  KS,  MO,  and  AR, 
Restricted  to  traffic  originating  at  or 
destined  to  the  facilities  of  Scott  Paper 
Company.  (Hearing  site:  Washington, 
DC.) 

MC  138512  (Sub-40F),  filed  May  19, 
1980.  Applicant:  ROLAND’S 
TRANSPORTATION  SERVICES,  INC., 
d.b.a.  WISCONSIN  PROVISIONS 
EXPRESS,  P.O.  Box  656,  Cudahy,  WI 
53110.  Representative:  Richard  C. 
Alexander,  710  N.  Plankinton  Avenue, 
Milwaukee,  WI  53203.  Contract  carrier, 
transporting  blue  side  splits,  and 
chemicals  used  in  tanning  (except  in 
bulk),  (1)  between  Milwaukee,  WI;  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  ME,  MA,  and  NJ,  and  (2)  from  points 
in  CA  and  CO  to  Milwaukee,  WI,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Badger  State 
Tanning  Corp.,  of  Milwaukee,  WI. 
(Hearing  site:  Milwaukee,  WI,  or 
Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  142672  (Sub-139F),  filed  May  8, 
1980.  Applicant:  DAVID  BENEUX 
PRODUCE  &  TRUCKING,  INC.,  P.O. 
Drawer  F,  Mulberry,  AR  72947. 
Representative:  Don  Garrison,  P.O.  Box 
1065,  Fayetteville,  AR  72701. 
Transporting  confectionery  and  chewing 
gum,  from  Philadelphia,  PA,  to  points  in 
GA,  IL,  IN,  NC,  OH,  and  SC,  restricted 
,  to  traffic  originating  at  the  facilities  of 
Fleer  Corporation.  (Hearing  site: 
Philadelphia,  PA  or  Ft  Smith,  AR.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  143373  (Sub-4F),  filed  May  15, 
1980.  Applicant:  WEDLAND  TRUCKING 
CO.,  INC.,  Route  2,  P.O.  Box  268, 
Wautoma,  WI  54982.  Representative: 
James  A.  Spiegel,  Olde  Towne  Office 
Park,  6425  Odana  Road,  Madison,  WI 
53719.  Contract  carrier,  transporting, 
Malt  beverages,  from  Belleville,  IL,  to 


points  in  WI,  under  continuing 
contract^)  with  G.  Heileman  Brewing 
Company,  Inc.,  of  La  Crosse,  WI. 

(Hearing  site:  LaCrosse  or  Madison, 

WI.) 

MC  144922  (Sub-5F),  filed  May  9, 1980. 
Applicant:  A.T.F.  TRUCKING  CO..  INC., 
Route  11,  Box  507-B,  Birmingham,  AL 
35210.  Representative:  John  R.  Frawley, 
Jr.,  5506  Crestwood  Blvd.,  Birmingham, 

AL  35212.  Transporting  Food  products, 
and  materials,  equipment  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  of  food  products  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  between  the 
facilities  of  Borden  Incorporated  at  or 
near  Birmingham,  AL,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  U.S. 
(except  AK  and  HI).  (Hearing  site: 
Birmingham,  AL.) 

MC  145102  (Sub-55F),  filed  May  12, 
1980.  Applicant:  FREYMILLER 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  188, 
Shullsburg,  WI  53586.  Representative: 
Wayne  W.  Wilson,  150  East  Gilman  St., 
Madison,  WI  53703.  Transporting  (1) 
Foodstuffs  from  Eau  Claire,  WI,  and  St. 
Louis,  MO,  to  points  in  the  U.S.  (except 
AK  and  HI),  and  (2)  materials, 
equipment,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  of 
foodstuffs,  in  the  reverse  direction. 
(Hearing  site:  Madison  or  Eau  Claire, 
WI.) 

MC  145102  (Sub-57F),  filed  May  14, 
1980.  Applicant:  FREYMILLER 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  188, 
Shullsburg,  WI  53586.  Representative: 
Wayne  W.  Wilson, <150  East  Gilman  St., 
Madison,  WI  53703.  Transporting  (1) 
Foodstuffs  from  Waterloo,  WI,  to  points 
in  the  U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI),  and  (2) 
materials,  equipment  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  and  distribution  of 
foodstuffs,  in  the  reverse  direction. 
(Hearing  site:  Madison  or  Milwaukee, 
WI.) 

MC  145102  (Sub-59),  filed  May  22. 

1980.  Applicant:  FREYMILLER 
TRUCKING.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  188, 
Shullsburg,  WI  53586.  Representative: 
Wayne  W.  Wilson,  150  East  Gilman 
Street,  Madison,  WI  53703.  Transporting 
printed  matter,  and  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  of  printed 
matter  (except  commodities  in  bulk) 
between  Hammond  and  Indianapolis, 

IN,  Muscatine,  IA,  Versailles,  KY, 
Taunton,  MA,  Chicago,  IL,  Ossing,  NY, 
and  Nashville,  TN,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  U.S. 
(except  AK  and  HI),  restricted  to  traffic 
originating  at  or  destined  to  the  facilities 
utilized  by  Rand  McNally  &  Company. 
(Hearing  site:  Madison,  WI  or  Chicago, 
IL.) 


MC  148283  (Sub-8F),  filed  May  2, 1980. 
Applicant:  ABC  TRANSPORTATION 
CO.,  a  corporation,  State  Docks  Road, 
Eufaula,  AL  36027.  Representative:  W. 

W.  Riley  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Contract  carrier,  transporting  (1)  carbon 
steel  vessels;  storage  racks;  hand  trucks, 
carts  or  wagons,  and  fabricated  parts 
(iron  or  steel)  used  in  the  fibre  industry, 
textile  mills  and  chemical  processing 
plants;  (2)  parts  and  accessories  for  the 
commodities  in  (1)  above;  and  (3) 
materials,  equipment,  and  supplies 
(except  in  bulk),  used  in  the 
manufacture,  sale,  and  assembly  of  the 
commodities  in  (1)  above,  between  the 
facilities  of  Opelika  Welding,  Machine, 
and  Supply,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Opelika,  AL, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  AL,  DE,  GA,  IL,  IN,  KY,  LA, 

MD.  MS.  NJ,  NC,  OH,  PA,  SC,  TN,  TX, 
VA,  and  WV,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Opelika  Welding, 
Machine,  and  Supply,  Inc.,  of  Opelika, 
AL.  (Hearing  site:  Birmingham,  AL) 

MC  148322  (Sub-2F),  filed  May  19, 

1980.  Applicant:  RONALD  A.  NEVEU, 
d.b.a.  MIDWEST  ENTERPRISES 
REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORTATION, 
Rural  Route  No.  1,  P.O.  Box  725,  Clifton, 
IL  60927.  Representative:  Edward  D. 
McNamara,  Jr.,  907  South  Fourth  Street 
Springfield,  EL  62703.  Transporting 
pickles  and  pickle  products  and 
sauerkraut,  from  Chicago,  IL  to  points 
in  OK,  TX,  FL  GA,  NC,  SC,  TN,  and  KY. 
(Hearing  site:  Springfield,  IL  or  St. 

Louis,  MO.) 

MC  150113  (Sub-lF),  filed  May  1. 1980. 
Applicant  SMITH  TRANSPORTATION 
CO.,  a  corporation,  1428  Market  Avenue 
North,  Canton,  OH  44714. 
Representative:  William  A.  Gray,  2310 
Grant  Building,  Pittsburgh,  PA  15219. 
Contract  carrier,  transporting  oil  and 
gas  well  treating  compounds  and 
materials,  equipment  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  and  distribution 
thereof,  between  Canton,  OH,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  those  points 
in  the  U.S.  in  and  east  of  MN,  IA,  MO, 
AR,  and  LA,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Dowell  Division  of  Dow 
Chemical  Co.,  U.S.  A.,  of  Tulsa,  OK,  and 
Smith  Chemical  Corporation,  of  Canton, 
OH.  (Hearing  site:  Pittsburgh,  PA  or 
Washington,  DC.) 

MC  150722F,  filed  May  1, 1980. 
Applicant:  LePIER  OIL  CO.,  INC.,  320 
East  1st  Street,  Fosston,  MN  56542. 
Representative:  Kip  B.  H.  Erickson,  502 
First  National  Bank  Bldg.,  Fargo,  ND 
58126.  Transporting  petroleum  products, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  (except 
liquefied  petroleum  gas)  from  Superior, 
WI,  West  Fargo  and  Grand  Forks,  ND, 
and  points  in  MN,  to  points  in  MN  and 
those  points  in  ND,  on  and  east  of  ND 
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Hwy  1.  (Hearing  site:  Fargo,  ND,  or 
Fosston,  MN.) 

MC 150762F,  filed  May  8, 1980. 
Applicant:  BENN  &  NOLT  CARRIERS, 
INC.,  R,D.  No.  4,  Lititz,  PA  17543. 
Representative:  J.  Bruce  Walter,  P.O. 
Box  1146,  Harrisburg,  PA  17108.  ’ 
Transporting  mobile  homes,  from  points 
in  Lancaster  County,  PA,  to  points  in 
WV,  MD,  DE,  NJ,  NY,  CT,  RI,  MA,  VT, 
NH,  and  ME.  (Hearing  site:  Harrisburg, 
PA,  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  150763F,  filed  May  8, 1980. 
Applicant:  CLIFFORD  E.  BROOKS,  1 
Sugar  St.,  Leipsic,  OH  45856. 
Representative:  John  L.  Alden,  1396  W. 
Fifth  Ave.,  Columbus,  OH  43212. 
Contract  carrier,  transporting  Fertilizer 
and  feed  and  grain,  (except  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles),  between  the  facilities  of 
Moorhead  Elevator,  Inc.,  at  or  near 
Leipsic,  OH,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  IN,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Moorhead  Elevator, 
Inc.,  of  Leipsic,  OH.  (Hearing  site: 
Columbus,  OH,  or  Washington,  DC.) 

[FR  Doc.  80-21194  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  7035-01-41 


(Docket  No.  AB-6  (Sub-No.  71F)] 

Burlington  Northern,  Inc. 

Abandonment  near  Joliette  and 
Pembina,  N.  Dak.  Notice  of  Findings 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  49 
U.S.C.  10903  that  by  a  decision  decided 
May  9, 1980,  a  finding,  which  is 
administratively  final,  was  made  by  the 
Commission,  Review  Board  Number  5, 
stating  that,  the  public  convenience  and 
necessity  permit  the  abandonment  by 
the  Burlington  Northern,  Inc.  of  its  line 
from  milepost  179.5  near  Joliette  to 
milepost  191.71  near  Pembina  (U.S./ 
Canadian  border),  a  distance  of  12.21 
miles,  in  Pembina  County,  ND,  subject 
to  the  conditions  for  the  protection  of 
employees  discussed  in  Oregon  Short 
Line  R.  Co.-Abandonment  Goshen,  360 
I.C.C.  91  (1979)  and  that  applicant  shall 
keep  intact  all  of  the  right-of-way 
underlying  the  track,  including  all  of  the 
bridges  and  culverts  for  a  period  of  120 
days  from  July  7, 1980,  to  permit  any 
state  or  local  government  agency  or 
other  interested  party  to  negotiate  the 
acquisition  for  public  use  of  all  or  any 
portion  of  the  right-of-way.  A  certificate 
of  abandonment  will  be  issued  to 
Burlington  Northern,  Inc.  based  on  the 
above-described  finding  of 
abandonment,  30  days  after  publication 
of  this  notice,  unless  within  30  days 
from  the  date  of  publication  (on  or 
before  August  18, 1980),  the  Commission 
further  finds  that: 


(1)  a  financially  responsible  person 
(including  a  government  entity)  has  offered 
financial  assistance  (in  the  form  of  a  rail 
service  continuation  payment)  to  enable  the 
rail  service  involved  to  be  continued.  The 
offer  must  be  filed  and  served  no  later  than 
15  days  after  publication  of  this  Notice;  and 

(2)  it  is  likely  that  such  proffered  assistance 
would; 

(a)  Cover  the  difference  between  the 
revenues  which  are  attributable  to  such  line 
of  railroad  and  the  avoidable  cost  of 
providing  rail  freight  service  on  such  line, 
together  with  a  reasonable  return  on  the 
value  of  such  line,  or 

(b)  Cover  the  acquisition  cost  of  all  or  any 
portion  of  such  line  of  railroad. 

If  the  Commission  so  finds,  the 
issuance  of  a  certificate  of  abandonment 
will  be  postponed  for  such  reasonable 
time,  not  to  exceed  6  months,  as  is 
necessary  to  enable  such  person  or 
entity  to  enter  into  a  binding  agreement, 
with  the  carrier  seeking  such 
abandonment,  to  provide  such 
assistance  or  to  purchase  such  line  and 
to  provide  for  the  continued  operation  of 
rail  service  over  such  line.  Upon 
notification  to  the  Commission  of  the 
execution  of  such  an  assistance  or 
acquisition  and  operating  agreement,  the 
Commission  shall  postpone  the  issuance 
of  such  a  certificate  for  such  period  of 
time  as  such  an  agreement  (including 
any  extensions  or  modifications)  is  in 
effect.  Information  and  procedures 
regarding  the  financial  assistance  for 
continued  rail  service  or  the  acquisition 
of  the  involved  rail  line  are  contained  in 
the  Notice  of  the  Commission  entitled 
“Procedures  for  Pending  Rail 
Abandonment  Cases”  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  March  31, 1976,  at  41 
FR  13691,  as  amended  by  publication  of 
May  10, 1978,  at  43  FR  20072.  All 
interested  persons  are  advised  to  follow 
the  instructions  contained  therein  as 
well  as  the  instructions  contained  in  the 
above-referenced  decision. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  80-21277  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  COOE  7035-01-4* 

[Docket  No.  AB-6  (Sub-No.  65F)] 

Burlington  Northern  Inc.— 
Abandonment— Near  Mediapolis  and 
Washington  In  (Des  Moines,  Henry, 
Louisa,  and  Washington  Counties), 
Iowa;  Notice  of  Findings 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  49 
U.S.C.  10903  that  by  a  Certificate  and 
Decision  decided  February  4, 1980,  a 
finding,  which  is  administratively  final, 
was  made  by  the  Commission,  Review 
Board  Number  5,  stating  that,  the 
present  and  future  public  convenience 
and  necessity  permit  the  abandonment 


by  the  Burlington  Northern,  Inc.  of  a  line 
of  railroad  known  as  the  Mediapolis  to 
Washington  Line  extending  from  the 
beginning  of  BN  ownership  from 
railroad  milepost  15.51  near  Mediapolis, 
IA,  to  railroad  milepost  52.64  near 
Washington,  IA,  a  distance  of  37.13 
miles,  in  Des  Moines,  Henry,  Louisa,  and 
Washington  Counties,  IA,  subject  to  the 
conditions  for  the  protection  of 
employees  discussed  in  Oregon  Short 
Line  R.  Co.-Abandonment  Goshen,  360 
I.C.C.  91  (1979),  and  further  that  BN  shall 
keep  intact  all  of  the  right-of-way 
underlying  the  track,  including  all  the 
bridges  and  culverts  for  a  period  of  120 
days  from  the  decided  date  of  the 
certificate  and  decision  to  permit  any 
state  or  local  government  agency  or 
other  interested  party  to  negotiate  the 
acquisition  for  public  use  of  all  or  any 
portion  of  the  right-of-way.  A  certificate 
of  public  convenience  and  necessity  • 
permitting  abandonment  was  issued  to 
the  Burlington  Northern  Inc.  Since  no 
investigation  was  instituted,  the 
requirement  of  Section  1121.38(a)  of  the 
Regulations  that  publication  of  notice  of 
abandonment  decisions  in  the  Federal 
Register  be  made  only  after  such  a 
decision  becomes  administratively  final 
was  waived. 

Upon  receipt  by  the  carrier  of  an 
actual  offer  of  financial  assistance,  the 
carrier  shall  make  available  to  the 
offeror  the  records,  accounts,  appraisals, 
working  papers,  and  other  documents 
used  in  preparing  Exhibit  I  (Section 
1121.45  of  the  Regulations).  Such 
documents  shall  be  made  available 
during  regular  business  hours  at  a  time 
and  place  mutually  agreeable  to  the 
parties. 

The  offer  must  be  filed  and  served  no 
later  than  August  1, 1980.  The  offer,  as 
filed,  shall  contain  information  required 
pursuant  to  Section  1121.38(b)(2)  and  (3) 
of  the  Regulations.  If  no  such  offer  is 
received,  the  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  authorizing 
abandonment  shall  become  effective  45 
days  from  the  date  of  this  publication. 
Agatha  L.  Mergenovich 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  80-21278  Filed  7-18-80: 8:45  am] 

BILLING  COOE  7035-01-44 


[Docket  No.  AB-55  (Sub-No.  41F)] 

Seaboard  Coast  Line  Railroad  Co.- 
Abandonment— Near  Immokalee 
Sunniland  in  Collier  County,  FI.,  Notice 
of  Findings 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  49 
U.S.C.  10903  that  by  a  Certificate  and 
Decision  decided  June  25, 1980,  a 
finding,  which  is  administratively  final. 
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was  made  by  the  Commission,  Review 
Board  Number  5,  stating  that,  subject  to 
the  conditions  for  the  protection  of 
railway  employees  prescribed  by  the 
Commission  in  Oregon  Short  Line  R. 
Co.-Abandonment  Goshen,  360 1.C.C.  91 
(1979),  the  present  and  future  public 
convenience  and  necessity  permit  the 
abandoment  by  the  Seaboard  Coast  Line 
Railroad  Company  of  a  portion  of  a  line 
of  railroad  known  as  the  Immokalee 
Subdivision,  Jacksonville  Division, 
extending  from  railroad  milepost  AVC 
956.00  near  Immokalee,  FL,  to  milepost 
AVC  969.00  at  Sunniland,  FL,  a  distance 
of  13.0  miles,  in  Collier  County,  FL.  A 
certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  permitting  abandoment  was 
issued  to  the  Seaboard  Coast  Line 
Railroad  Company.  Since  no 
investigation  was  instituted,  the 
requirement  of  Section  1121.38(a)  of  the 
Regulations  that  publication  of  notice  of 
abandonment  decisions  in  the  Federal 
Register  be  made  only  after  such  a 
decision  becomes  administratively  final 
was  waived. 

Upon  receipt  by  the  carrier  of  an 
actual  offer  of  financial  assistance,  the 
carrier  shall  make  available  to  the 
offeror  the  records,  accounts,  appraisals, 
working  papers,  and  other  documents 
used  in  preparing  Exhibit  I  (§  1121.45  of 
the  Regulations).  Such  documents  shall 
be  made  available  during  regular 
business  hours  at  a  time  and  place 
mutually  agreeable  to  the  parties. 

The  offer  must  be  filed  and  served  no 
later  than  August  1, 1980.  The  offer,  as 
filed,  shall  contain  information  required 
pursuant  to  $  1121.38(b)(2)  and  (3)  of  the 
Regulations.  If  no  such  offer  is  received, 
the  certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  authorizing  abandonment 
shall  become  effective  September  2, 
1980. 

Agatha  L  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21275  Filed  7-18-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  703S-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 
Antitrust  Division 

[Civil  Action  No.  78-1108  (N.D.  Pa.-W.D.] 

U.S.  v.  RMI  Co.,  et  a!.;  Receipt  of 
Comment;  Response 

Set  forth  below  is  a  Comment  the 
Department  of  Justice  has  received  on 
behalf  of  the  Grumman  Aerospace 
Corporation  on  the  proposed  Final 
Judgment  filed  on  March  25, 1980  in  the 
case  of  U.S.  v.  RMI  Company,  et  al.. 

Civil  Action  No.  78-1108  (N.D.  Pa.- 
W.D.).  Also  set  forth  is  the  Department’s 
Response  to  the  Comment.  This 


publication  is  made  pursuant  to  the 
Antitrust  Procedures  and  Penalties  Act 
of  1974  (15  U.S.C.  16). 

Charles  F.  B.  McAleer, 

Special  Assistant  for  Judgment  Negotiations, 
Antitrust  Division. 

July  1, 1980. 

Marshall  Cox,  Esquire, 

Dudley  B.  Tenney,  Esquire,  Cahil  Gordon  & 
Reindel,  Eighty  Pine  Street,  New  York, 
New  York. 

Re:  Proposed  Final  Judgment  in  U.S.  v.  RMI 
Company,  et  al.,  Civil  Action  No.  78-1108 

Dear  Sirs:  This  is  in  response  to  the 
comments  submitted  by  Grumman  Aerospace 
Corporation  on  the  captioned  porposed  Final 
Judgment.  Grumman’s  comments  concerned 
RMI  Company,  one  of  the  defendants  in  this 
case  and  a  supplier  of  titanium  mill  products 
used  by  Grumman  in  manufacturing  aircraft 
for  the  United  States  military.  Grumman 
alleged  that  RMI  has  threatened  to  refuse  to 
tender  bids  to  Grumman  for  titanium 
materials  needed  to  produce  the  F-14  aircraft, 
unless  Grumman  first  agrees  *o  settle  any 
damage  claims  it  may  have  against  RMI.  In 
response  to  these  threats,  you  requested  that 
the  United  States  seek  to  modify  the 
proposed  Final  Judgment  to  include  a 
prohibition  against  the  conduct  of  which  you 
complain. 

We  have  given  careful  consideration  to  the 
points  you  have  raised,  as  well  as  responses 
from  RMI  (which  we  understand  RMI  will  file 
with  the  court  and  that  you  have  seen).  As 
you  know,  the  governing  principle  is  that  a 
Final  Judgment  be  "in  the  public  interest."  15 
U.S.C.  9 16(e).  While  we  appreciate  your 
concern,  we  believe  that  the  modification  you 
propose  is  not  in  the  public  interest  and  that 
it  would  be  inappropriate  for  the  Antitrust 
Division  to  support  such  a  modification. 

This  suit  was  filed  by  the  United  States  to 
obtain  injunctive  relief  sufficient  to  prevent 
the  continuation  or  recurrence  of  the  price¬ 
fixing  conspiracy  alleged  in  the  Complaint, 
and  to  prevent  similar  antitrust  violations. 
Entry  of  the  proposd  Final  Judgment  will 
accomplish  that  end  as  to  the  defendants 
joining  in  the  Judgment.  In  addition  to  an 
injunction  agaipst  participation  in  any  price¬ 
fixing  or  bid  rigging  activity,  the  Judgment 
contains,  among  other  things:  (1)  prohibitions 
against  certain  communications  that  may 
constitute,  foster  or  lead  to  price-fixing 
acitivity,  (2)  provisions  that  ensure  that  the 
defendant  companies'  employees  will  be 
aware  of  the  antitrust  laws  and  will  be 
discouraged  from  violating  those  laws,  and 
(3)  provisions  enabling  the  United  States  to 
conduct  inspections  to  ascertain  that  the 
defendants  are  complying  with  the  antitrust 
laws  and  the  terms  of  the  Judgment.  The 
proposed  settlement  will  thus  provide  the 
United  States  with  all  the  relief  it  seeks,  and 
entry  of  the  Judgment  will  be  in  the  public 
interest.  Furthermore,  as  the  United  States 
represents  in  Paragraph  IV  of  the  Competitive 
Impact  Statement,  the  proposed  Final 
Judgment  will  not  adversely  affect  any 
potential  private  plaintiff  who  may  hold  a 
claim  against  the  defendants.  This  of  course 
includes  Grumman. 

Your  proposal,  on  the  other  hand,  seeks  to 
have  the  Final  Judgment  amended  to  resolve 


a  dispute  between  Grumman  and  RMI  arising 
out  of  Grumman's  damage  claims  against 
RMI.  It  must  be  emphasized  that  Grumman  is 
the  only  company  or  individual  that  has 
submitted  any  comment  on  the  proposed 
Final  Judgment.  Furthermore,  Grumman  is  but 
one  of  many  customers  of  the  defendants, 
your  complaint  is  against  only  one  of  those 
defendants,  and  the  incident  of  which  you 
complain  would  appear  to  be  an  isolated  one. 
We  do  not  believe  that  the  protection  of  the 
public  interest  requires  that  the  Final 
Judgment  be  modified  to  deal  with  an 
apparently  unique  matter  that  should  be 
resolved  by  Grumman  and  RMI. 

Your  reliance  on  15  U.S.C.  9  18(e)(2),  which 
permits  the  court  to  consider  “the  impact  of 
entry  of  such  judgment  upon  .  .  .  individuals 
alleging  specific  injury  from  the  violations  set 
forth  in  the  complaint”  is  inapposite.  You  do 
not  contend  that  entry  of  the  decree  will 
harm  Grumman,  but  request  only  that  the 
decree  be  modified  to  strengthen  Grumman’s 
position  against  RMI.  This  is  a  matter  that 
Grumman  may  and  should  pursue  privately. 
In  this  regard,  it  appears  that  Grumman  is 
fully  able  to  defend  its  own  interests.  If 
Grumman  should  seek  to  pursue  its  claims 
against  RMI  in  court,  and  if  RMI  should  then 
refuse  to  deal  with  Grumman  because  of  the 
suit  or  Grumman's  failure  to  settle,  there  is 
case  law  to  support  Grumman’s  seeking 
injunctive  reliefs  against  such  refusal  to  deal. 
Bergen  Drug  Co.  v.  Parke,  Davis  &  Co.,  307  F. 
2d  725  (3d  Cir.  1962),  Shires  v.  Magnovox  Co., 
432  F.  Supp.  231  (E.D.  Tenn.  1976). 

,  Our  position  is  based  on  the  conviction 
that  the  public  interest  will  be  served  by 
entry  of  the  proposed  Judgment,  and  not  on 
any  judgment  by  us  of  the  truth  of 
Grumman’s  allegations.  We  note,  however, 
that  RMI’s  President,  Mr.  Daniell,  has 
submitted  affidavits  denying  that  RMI  has 
ever  refused  to  do  business  with  Grumman 
unless  it  settles  its  alleged  claims  against 
RMI.  He  also  asserts  that  his  company  has 
tendered  to  Grumman  the  price  quotations 
which  are  the  basis  for  Grumman's 
complaint.  We  realize  that  these  denials  do 
not  decide  the  factual  questions.  They  do, 
however,  make  the  proposed  modification 
even  less  appropriate. 

We  appreciate  your  bringing  this  matter  to 
our  attention.  While  we  understand  your 
concern,  we  do  not  believe  that  the 
modification  you  request  is  a  proper  subject 
for  inclusion  in  the  proposed  Final  Judgment, 
akjFwe  do  not  think  that  the  public  interest 
would  be  served  by  such  a  modification. 

Sincerely  yours, 

John  W.  Clark,  , 

Chief,  Special  Trial  Section,  Antitrust 
Division. 

United  States  District  Court,  for  the  Western 
District  of  Pennsylvania 

United  States  of  America,  Plaintiff,  v.  RMI 
Co.;  Crucible,  Inc.;  Lawrence  Aviation 
Industries,  Inc.;  Martin  Marietta  Aluminum, 
Inc.;  and  Titanium  Metals  Corporation  of 
America,  Defendants. 

Civil  Action  No.  78-1108. 
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Comments  of  Grumman  Aerospace 
Corporation  Submitted  Pursuant  to  the 
Antitrust  Procedures  and  Penalties  Act  of 
1974 

1.  Grumman  Aerospace  Corporation 
(“Grumman"),  a  corporation  organized  and 
existing  under  the  laws  of  the  State  of  New 
York,  is  a  defense  contractor  which 
manufactures  the  F-14  fighter  plane.  Since 
1969  Grumman  has  made  tens  of  millions  of 
dollars  of  purchases  of  titanium  products 
from  the  defendants  in  this  action,  mainly  for 
use  in  manufacturing  F-14  aircraft. 

2.  In  a  stipulation  between  the  plaintiff 
United  States  and  the  defendants  RMI 
Company  (“RMI”),  Crucible,  Inc.,  Lawrence 
Aviation  Industries,  Inc.  and  Titanium  Metals 
Corporation  of  America  hied  on  March  25, 
1980,  those  named  defendants  consented  to 
entry  of  a  Final  Judgment  in  this  action,  and 
publication  has  been  made  under  the 
provisions  of  the  Antitrust  Procedures  and 
Penalties  Act  of  1974  (15  U.S.C.  §  16)  (the 
"Act"). 

3.  As  provided  for  in  the  Act  Grumman 
hereby  submits  these  Comments  proposing 
that  any  Final  Judgment  in  this  action  include 
a  provision  enjoining  each  of  said  defendants 
from  conditioning  its  sale  of  titanium  mill 
products  to  any  person  upon  that  person’s 
first  having  resolved,  settled  or  abandoned, 
to  such  defendant’s  satisfaction,  any  claims 
that  that  person  might  have  against  such 
defendant  as  a  result  of  the  conspiracy 
alleged  in  this  action  and  which  was  also  the 
subject  of  the  criminal  action  in  this  Court 
entitled  United  States  v.  RMI  Company,  et  al. 
(Criminal  No.  78-225). 

4.  As  a  result  of  the  indictments  and 
convictions  obtained  in  the  criminal  action, 
plaintiffs  decision  to  file  this  action,  and 
certain  other  information  which  came  to 
Grumman’s  attention  after  the  existence  of 
defendants’  unlawful  conspiracy  was 
disclosed,  Grumman  has  concluded  that  it 
has  various  claims  under  the  antitrust  laws 
against  the  defendants,  including  RMI. 
Although  representatives  of  Grumman  have 
had  some  conversations  about  its  claims  with 
representatives  of  RMI,  no  resolution  of  those 
claims  has  been  reached.  From  time  to  time 
since  the  existence  of  the  conspiracy  became 
known,  RMI  has  urged  Grumman  to  settle 
these  claims  on  terms  which  RMI  has 
proposed  but  which  Grumman  has  found 
inadequate. 

5.  In  June  1979  the  President  of  RMI,  one 
James  L.  Daniell  met  with  John  F.  Monahan, 
Director-Central  Procurement  of  Grumman, 
and  told  Mr.  Monahan  that  all  of  RMI’s 
customers  except  Grumman  and  one  other 
had  agreed  to  settle  their  claims  against  RMI. 
In  that  same  conversation  Mr.  Daniell 
warned  Mr.  Monahan  that  RMI’s  union 
employees  were  objecting  to  working  on 
Grumman  orders  because  Grumman  had  not 
yet  settled  with  RMI.  At  that  time  titanium 
was  in  short  supply,  and  the  threat  implicit  in 
Mr.  Daniell’s  warning  was  of  considerable 
concern  to  Grumman;  counsel  for  Grumman 
therefore  brought  the  Daniell-Monahan 
conversation  to  the  attention  of  counsel  for 
RMI. 

6.  In  February  1980,  Mr.  Daniell  spoke  by 
telephone  with  another  Grumman 
procurement  employee,  William  Pellegrino, 


asking  him  why  Grumman  was  so  slow  in 
resolving  any  claims  it  had  against  RMI. 
Because  a  telephone  call  from  the  President 
of  RMI  to  an  employee  in  Grumman's 
Procurement  Department  to  ask  about 
settlement  of  antitrust  claims  seemed 
inappropriate  at  the  least  counsel  for 
Grumman  again  contacted  RMI’s  lawyers  to 
express  concern  about  approaches  of  this 
kind. 

7.  Despite  these  attempts  on  Grumman’s 
part  to  avoid  formal  proceedings  on  the 
subject  RMI  has  now  flatly  informed 
Grumman  that  any  further  sales  of  titanium 
mill  products  by  RMI  to  Grumman  are  to  be 
conditioned  upon  Grumman’s  first  settling 
any  claims  against  RMI  on  RMI's  terms.  Its 
President,  Mr.  Daniell,  in  an  April  25, 1980 
telephone  conversation  with  a  third 
Grumman  Procurement  Department 
employee,  Richard  Heidel,  specifically 
informed  Grumman  that  RMI  will  not  respond 
to  any  requests  by  Grumman  for  price 
quotations  until  all  claims  Grumman  may 
have  against  RMI  are  resolved.  (Mr.  Heidel’s 
affidavit  describing  that  telephone 
conversation  with  Mr.  Daniell  and  the 
circumstances  leading  up  to  that 
conversation  is  annexed.)  ’ 

8.  Had  RMI's  threat  to  condition  titanium 
sales  upon  settlement  been  made  previously, 
Grumman  would  have  brought  that  threat  to 
the  attention  of  the  Department  of  Justice, 
and  an  appropriate  provision  could  have 
been  included  in  the  proposed  Final 
Judgment. 

9.  To  insure  that  the  Final  Judgment  herein 
operates  to  the  benefit  of  the  public,  it  is 
respectfully  submitted  that  the  proposed 
Final  Judgment  should  be  modified  to  include 
a  provision  that  will  assure  that  defendants 
do  not  condition  the  sale  of  titanium  mill 
products  to  persons  alleging  injury  from  the 
violations  set  forth  in  the  complaint  on  the 
abandonment  or  settlement  of  claims  for  such 
injury  by  such  persons.  The  proposed  Final 
Judgment  could  be  modified  by  adding  the 
following  provision  to  Section  IV  thereof: 

“(C)  Conditioning,  either  unilaterally  or  in 
concert  with  any  other  person,  the  sale  of 
titanium  mill  products  to  aqy  person,  the 
quotation  of  prices  for  such  products  to  any 
person,  or  the  terms  or  conditions  of  sale 
upon  which  such  products  are  offered  to  any 
person,  upon  that  person’s  having  settled  or 
abandoned,  or  having  agreed  to  settle  or 
abandon,  any  claim  that  that  person  might 
have  against  such  defendant  by  reason  of  any 
violation  of  law  alleged  in  the  complaint  in 
this  action.” 

Congress  has  expressly  provided  that,  before 
entering  a  proposed  consent  judgment,  a 
Court  shall  determine  whether  it  is  in  the 
public  interest  to  enter  a  Final  Judgment  in 
that  form.  15  U.S.C.  §  16(e).  In  making  that 
determination,  the  Court  may  consider,  inter 
alia,  “the  impact  of  entry  of  such  judgment 
upon  *  *  *  individuals  alleging  specific 
injury  from  the  violations  set  forth  in  the 
complaint  *  *  15  U.S.C.  §  16(e)(2). 

Were  this  action  to  be  tried,  plaintiff  to 
prevail,  and  a  Final  Judgment  to  be  entered 
against  the  defendants,  individuals  alleging 
injury  from  the  violations  sert  forth  in  the 
complaint  would  have  the  benefit  of  Section 
5(a)  of  the  Clayton  Act,  15  U.S.C.  §  16(a),  in 


proving  their  claims  against  all  the 
defendants.  Entry  of  the  proposed  Final 
Judgment  on  consent  will  deprive  such 
claimants  of  this  benefit  as  against  some  of 
the  defendants.  In  the  circumstances  any 
Final  Judgment  entered  on  consent  in  this 
action  should  provide  assurance  that 
defendants  cannot  use  iheir  market  power  to 
prevent  any  potential  claimant  from 
-exercising  its  rights  under  Section  4  of  the 
Clayton  Act  15  U.S.C.  15. 

Respectfully  submitted, 

Cahill  Gordon  &  P.eindel 
By:  Marshall  Cox, 

A  Member  of  the  Firm  Attorneys  for 
Grumman  Aerospace  Corporation,  80  Pine 
Street,  New  York,  New  York  10005  (212)  825- 
0100. 

United  States  District  Court  for  the  Western 
District  of  Pennsylvania 

United  States  of  America,  Plaintiff,  v.  RMI 
Company;  Crucible,  Inc.;  Lawrence  Aviation 
Industries,  Inc.;  Martin  Marietta  Aluminum, 
Inc.;  and  Titanium  Metals  Corporation  of 
America,  Defendants. 

Civil  Action  No.  78-1108. 

Affidavit 
State  of  New  York 

8S. 

County  of  Suffolk 

Richard  H.  Heidel,  being  sworn,  says: 

1. 1  am  a  buyer  of  steel  and  titanium  for 
Central  Procurement  Operations  of  Grumman 
Aerospace  Corporation  ("Grumman”),  a 
defense  contractor  and  manufacturer  of  the 
F-14  fighter  plane.  Substantial  quantities  of 
titanium  mill  products  are  required  in 
manufacturing  the  F-14  aircraft. 

2.  On  March  24, 1980, 1  transmitted  to  * 
several  major  producers  of  titanium  products, 
including  defendant  RMI  Company  (“RMI"), 
invitations  to  quote  prices  for  certain 
titanium  mill  products  required  by  Grumman 
in  the  manufacture  of  the  F-14.  The  deadline 
for  these  invitations  to  quote  (referred  to  at 
Grumman  as  “ITQs”)  was  April  21, 1980,  and 
when  Grumman  received  no  response  from 
RMI  to  its  ITQs,  on  April  25, 1980, 1 
telephoned  Dominick  Strollo,  Vice  President 
of  Marketing  of  RMI,  to  find  out  why  RMI  has 
not  submitted  any  price  quotation.  Mr.  Strollo 
told  me  that  RMI’s  proposed  price  quotations 
were  on  the  desk  of  James  L  Daniell, 
President  of  RMI,  and  that  any  questions 
about  the  status  of  those  quotations  should 
be  directed  to  Mr.  Daniell.  I  then  spoke  by 
telephone  with  Mr.  Daniell  who  told  me,  as 
he  had  told  other  Grumman  employees,  that 
virtually  every  major  titanium  purchaser  but 
Grumman  has  settled  any  claims  it  has  for 
damages  arising  out  of  the  titanium  price¬ 
fixing  conspiracy.  Mr.  Daniell  also  told  me 
that,  in  view  of  the  increased  demand  for  and 
short  supply  of  titanium  products,  RMI 
intended  to  utilize  its  titanium  production 
capacity  “in  satisfying  the  requirements  of 
those  companies  who  have  had  a  good 
business  relationship  with  RMI.”  Mr.  Daniell 
said  that  RMI  will  not  respond  to  further 
ITQs  from  Grumman  unless  the  “legal 
matters”  are  resolved.  I  understood  him  to  be 
saying  that  RMI  will  not  sell  titanium 
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products  to  Grumman  unless  and  until 
Grumman  either  abandons  any  damage 
claims  it  may  have  against  RMI  as  a  result  of 
the  price-fixing  conspiracy  or  enters  into  a 
settlement  with  RMI  on  terms  which  RMI  has 
proposed. 

Richard  Heidel. 

United  States  District  Court  for  the  Western 
District  of  Pennsylvania 

United  States  of  America,  Plaintiff,  v.  RMI 
Company,  Crucible,  Inc.,  Lawrence  Aviation 
Industries,  Inc.,  Martin  Marietta  Aluminum, 
Inc.,  and  Titanium  Metals  Corporation  of 
America,  Defendants. 

Civil  Action,  No.  78-1108. 

Additional  Comments  of  Grumman 
Aerospace  Corporation  in  Reply  to  the 
Memorandum  of  Defendant  RMI  Company 

1.  Ineffectively  camouflaged  by  a  screen  of 
verbal  distinctions,  the  memorandum  of 
defendant  RMI  Company  (“RMI")  and 
supporting  affidavit  of  RMI’s  President  James 
J.  Daniell,  amount  to  an  admission  of  RMI’s 
flagrant  attempt  to  coerce  Grumman 
Aerospace  Corporation  (“Grumman")  into 
settling  its  potential  antitrust  damage  claims 
against  RMI,  on  RMI’s  terms. 

2.  The  Daniell  affidavit  is  full  of  denials 
and  explanations,  but  what  it  fails  to  deny, 
and  the  lameness  of  its  explanations,  are 
completely  revealing  of  the  truth. 

(a)  Mr.  Daniell  admits  that  he  “informed 
Grumman  that  most  of  RMI's  major 
customers  had  accepted  our  offer  [of 
settlement]"  and,  within  that  context,  “told 
Mr.  Heidel  [of  Grumman]  that  RMI  would 
rather  do  business  with  friends .  .  .”. 

(b)  Mr.  Daniell  denies  that  he  told  Mr. 
Heidel  "that  RMI  will  not  respond  to  any 
requests  by  Grumman  for  price  quotations 
until  all  claims  Grumman  may  have  against 
RMI  are  resolved."  The  phrase  denied  is  from 
the  text  of  Grumman's  comments.  Mr.  Daniell 
does  not  deny  that  he  said  to  Mr.  Heidel  that 
"RMI  will  not  respond  to  further  ITQs 
[invitations  to  quote]  from  Grumman  unless 
the  ‘legal  matters’  are  resolved." 

(c)  Mr.  Daniell  asserts  that  he  never 
“warned  Mr.  Monahan  [of  Grumman]  that 
RMI's  union  employees  were  objecting  to 
working  on  Grumman  orders".  Apparently  he 
does  not  like  the  word  “warned”.  He  admits 
that  he  “advised  him  of  that  fact”.  In  the 
context  of  his  repeated  brandishing  of  the 
likehood  that  Grumman  would  be  cut  off  from 
titanium  supplies  if  it  did  not  settle,  repeated 
in  spite  of  Grumman’s  counsel  having  twice 
called  his  conduct  to  the  attention  of  RMI's 
counsel,  the  intended  threat  is  unmistakable. 

(d)  Mr.  Daniell  admits  that  RMI  did  not 
quote  on  a  prospective  order  by  Grumman,  as 
set  forth  in  the  Heidel  affidavit.  He  attempts 
to  evade  the  issue  by  the  excuse  that  this  was 
“because,  in  part,  [a  revealing  limitation  on 
what  he  is  willing  to  swear  to]  I  had  not  yet 
had  the  opportunity  to  focus  on  their 
request."  He  goes  on,  however,  to  assert  that 
“RMI’s  order  books  are  filled  for  the 
foreseeable  future.  It  makes  little  sense  for 
RMI  to  quote  prices  on  products  it  cannot 
deliver."  (It  should  be  noted  that  Grumman’s 
proposed  order  was  for  deliveries  in  1982.) 

He  does  not  say,  plainly  because  it  is  not  so, 
that  RMI  is  refusing  to  quote  on  ITQs 


received  from  other  major  customers 
similarly  situated  except  for  the  fact  that  they 
have  settled,  or  are  in  the  process  of  settling. 

3.  We  are  advised  that  Grumman  has  never 
previously  experienced  a  reluctance  to  quote 
on  potential  orders  for  titanium  products.  For 
one  of  the  two  principal  suppliers  to  adopt 
such  a  policy  with  respect  to  Grumman's 
potential  orders  is  an  intolerable  situation, 
one  which  should  not  be  condoned  by  any 
court  seeking  to  protect  the  public  interest — 
even  if  Grumman's  most  important  orders 
were  not  critical  elements  of  major  United 
States  defense  programs.  If  RMI  disputes  the 
facts  on  which  Grumman's  request  for  a 
decree  modification  is  based,  we  suggest  that 
all  consideration  of  the  proposed  decree — at 
least  with  respect  to  RMI — be  suspended 
pending  discovery  of  the  facts.  If  permitted  to 
intervene  for  the  purpose,  as  contemplated  by 
Title  IS  U.S.C.  S  16(f)(3),  Grumman  would  be 
prepared  on  an  expedited  basis  to  engage  in 
a  program  of  limited  discovery  directed 
towards  RMI's  sales  practices  and  the  extent 
to  which  its  policies  with  respect  to  other 
customers  bear  out  the  purported  justification 
of  its  policies  with  respect  to  Grumman  set 
out  in  the  RMI  memorandum  and  the  Daniell 
affidavit.  Following  the  completion  of  such  a 
discovery  program  Grumman  would  be 
prepared  to  present  evidence  at  a  hearing 
before  the  Court. 

4.  In  its  memorandum  RMI  also  attempts  to 
hide  behind  the  Priorities  and  Allocations 
System  promulgated  pursuant  to  statute,  50 
U.S.C.  S  2061,  et  seq.  According  to  RMI,  it  is 
legally  obligated  to  accept  an  order  for 
titanium  products  necessary  for  Grumman’s 
contract  with  the  Department  of  Defense  for 
the  construction  of  the  F-14  tighter  plane.  The 
argument  overlooks  the  limited  application  of 
the  Priorities  and  Allocations  System.  The 
System  applies  only  to  “orders,"  not 
invitations  to  submit  a  quote,  and  then  only 
on  contracts  with  a  priority  rating.  Since  it  is 
customary,  and  indeed  a  matter  of  practical 
necessity,  that  a  contractor  such  as  Grumman 
obtain  advance  quotations  from  suppliers 
with  appropriate  indications  of  available 
delivery  dates  before  firm  orders  are  placed, 
RMI’s  reliance  upon  the  Priorities  and 
Allocations  System  offers  little  comfort  to 
Grumman.  At  present,  unlike  the  situation 
which  prevailed  during  the  period  of  the  price 
fixing  conspiracy,  RMI  presumably  does  not 
simply  adopt  Timet's  list  prices  as  its  own.  If 
RMI  in  the  future  will  compete  lawfully  in  the 
market  for  its  products,  an  inability  to  obtain 
advance  quotations  would  place  Grumman 
under  an  extraordinary  handicap  in  its  own 
attempts  to  develop  proposals  to  its  own 
aerospace  customers,  including  the  United 
States  Government.  The  knowledge  that  once 
it  had  a  firm  contract  with  a  priority  rating  its 
orders  to  RMI  would  have  to  be  accepted, 
without  Grumman  having  any  opportunity  to 
compare  the  applicable  prices  and  delivery 
dates  with  those  available  from  RMI's 
competitors,  is  no  substitute  for  the  equal 
treatment  which  RMI  still  threatens  to  refuse. 

5.  In  the  absence  of  a  justifiable  basis  for 
opposing  Grumman’s  requested  modification 
of  the  proposed  consent  decree,  RMI  argues 
that  the  addition  will  “spawn  practical 
difficulties".  The  foundation  for  this  assertion 
is  RMI’s  claimed  concern  that  “innumerable 


baseless  charges"  may  be  brought  by  non¬ 
settling  customers  or,  alternatively,  RMI 
might  be  forced  to  favor  such  customers.  The 
argument  is  specious  and  is  contradicted  by 
RMI’s  own  submission  to  this  Court.  RMI 
concedes  and,  indeed,  affirmatively  asserts, 
that  “customers  accounting  for  nearly  80%  of 
RMI’s  relevant  sales”  have  settled  their 
potential  damage  claims  against  RMI.  Since 
Grumman’s  purchases  of  titanium  products 
from  RMI  during  the  relevant  period  totalled 
over  ten  million  dollars,  the  remaining 
number  of  non-settling  customers,  other  than 
Grumman,  is  certainly  small.*  Nevertheless, 
Grumman  is  prepared  to  offer  the  following 
compromise  to  alleviate  RMI's  alleged 
concern:  since  Grumman  is  the  only  entity 
which  has  submitted  sworn  proof  that  RMI 
threatens  to  refuse  to  deal  because  of  a 
failure  to  settle  with  RMI,  Grumman  would 
consent  to  a  revision  of  the  proposed 
modification  to  limit  >ts  protection  solely  to 
Grumman.  The  Court  may,  however,  believe 
that  even  “minor"  customers  are  entitled  to 
protection  against  RMI’s  deliberately  bullying 
tactics. 

6.  Finally  RMI,  conceding  that  the  Priorities 
and  Allocations  System  offers  no  protection 
as  to  contracts  without  a  priority  rating, 
argues  that  if  it  “were  to  refuse  to  sell  to 
Grumman  on  any  such  non-rated  contract 
unless  Grumman  first  settles  its  alleged 
claims  against  RMI,  no  antitrust  problem 
would  be  posed.”  This  argument  indeed  is 
stated  to  be  RMI’s  “most  important" 
argument — a  telling  reflection  of  RMI’s  own 
lack  of  confidence  in  either  its  preceding 
arguments  or  the  Daniell  affidavit.  See  RMI 
Memorandum,  J[3. 

7.  This  attempted  legal  justification  of 
RMI’s  unconscionable  conduct  is,  however, 
equally  faulty.  For  support,  RMI  relies  upon 
cases  wholly  unrelated  to  the  prophylactic 
provisions  of  the  Antitrust  Procedures  and 
Penalties  Act  of  1974, 15  U.S.C.  §  16. 

Congress  has  expressly  and  unambiguously 
provided  that  a  Court  shall  consider  the 
impact  of  a  consent  judgment  on  the  public, 
including  individuals  or  entities  who  may 
have  been  injured  by  the  wrongdoing  alleged 
in  the  government’s  complaint.  15  U.S.C. 

S  16(e)(2).  Moreover,  the  statute  requires  the 
government  to  file  a  competitive  impact 
statement  which  recites,  inter  alia,  “the 
remedies  available  to  potential  private 
plaintiffs  damaged  by  the  alleged  violation  in 
the  event  that  such  proposal  for  the  consent 
judgment  is  entered  in  such  proceeding.”  15 
U.S.C.  8 16(b)(4)  (emphasis  added).  Thus,  this 
Court  may  and  should  condition  its  approval 
of  the  consent  decree  upon  the  inclusion  of  a 
term  which  will  protect  Grumman’s  right  to 
pursue  its  private  damage  claim  without  fear 
of  the  reprisals  threatened  by  RMI.  See  S. 

Rep.  No.  93-298,  93d  Cong.,  1st  Sess.  6-7 
(1973);  H.R.  Rep.  93-1463, 93d  Cong.,  2d  Sess. 

8  (1974). 

8.  It  is  respectfully  requested  that  the  Court 
incorporate  Grumman’s  proffered 
modification  into  the  proposed  judgment  or, 

*Mr.  Daniell  denies  having  told  Grumman  that  all 
of  RMI's  customers,  except  Grumman  and  one  other, 
had  settled  their  claims.  Mr.  Daniell's  affidavit  does 
not  explain  whether  in  fact  the  underlying 
proposition  is  true,  but  he  does  not  recall  so  advising 
Grumman,  or  whether  what  he  intended  to  convey 
was  that  only  one  other  “major”  customer  had  failed 
to  settle,  the  other  non-settlers  being  minor. 
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alternatively,  permit  Grumman  to  conduct 
limited  expedited  discovery  on  the  issue  of 
RMTs  refusal  to  deal  and,  following  the 
completion  of  that  discovery,  present 
evidence  at  a  hearing  before  this  Court. 

Respectfully  submitted, 

Cahill  Gordon  &  Reindel 
by:  Dudley  B.  Tenney, 

A  Member  of  the  Firm  Attorneys  for 
Grumman  Aerospace  Corporation  Office  and 
P.  O.  Address:  80  Pine  Street  New  York,  New 
York  10005  (212)  825-0100. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21270  Filed  7-10-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4410-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 
ANTITRUST  DIVISION 

United  States  v.  Allen  County  Indiana 
Bar  Association,  Inc.;  Proposed  Final 
Judgment  and  Competitive  Impact 
Statement 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  the 
Antitrust  Procedures  and  Penalties  Act, 
15  U.S.C.  §  16(b)  through  (h),  that  a 
proposed  Final  Judgment,  Stipulation 
and  Competitive  Impact  Statement  (as 
set  forth  below)  have  been  filed  with  the 
United  States  District  Court  for  the 
Northern  District  of  Indiana  in -United 
States  of  America  v.  Allen  County 
Indiana  Bar  Association,  Inc.,  Civil 
Action  No.  F-79-0042.  The  Complaint  in 
this  case  alleged  that  the  defendant 
engaged  in  a  combination  and 
conspiracy  with  others  to  monopolize 
and  restrain  trade  in  the  business  of 
certifying  title  to  residential  real  estate 
in  Fort  Wayne,  Indiana. 

The  proposed  Final  Judgment  enjoins 
the  defendant  from  initiating, 
implementing,  entering  into,  carrying  out 
or  furthering  any  conspiracy,  agreement, 
understanding,  plan  or  concert  of  action 
with  any  person  which  has  the  purpose 
or  effect  of  discouraging  the  use  of 
acceptance  of  title  insurance  in 
residential  real  estate  transactions.  The 
defendant  is  also  prohibited  from 
adopting,  promulgating,  publishing  or 
seeking  adherence  to  any  resolution, 
statement  of  principle,  rule,  standard  or 
any  other  collective  statement  which 
has  the  purpose  or  effect  of  discouraging 
the  use  or  acceptance  of  title  insurance 
in  residential  real  estate  transactions. 
The  decree  further  provides  that  conduct 
which  is  deemed  to  have  the  purpose  or 
effect  of  discouraging  the  use  or 
acceptance  of  title  insurance  includes, 
but  is  not  limited  to,  conduct  by  the 
defendant  which  encourages, 
recommends  or  requires  that  title 
insurance  be  based  upon  an  attorney’s 
opinion.  The  decree  defines  an 
attorney’s  opinion  to  mean  a  statement 
by  an  attorney  determining  the  validity 
or  marketability  or  extent  of  the  title  to 


residential  real  property,  subject  to 
stated  terms  and  conditions. 

The  decree  also  provides  that  an 
attorney  or  firm,  acting  alone,  is  not 
prohibited  from  giving  legal  advice  to  a 
client,  or  from  otherwise  expressing  an 
opinion,  concerning  the  use  or 
acceptance  of  title  insurance  in 
residential  real  estate  transactions.  The 
decree  further  states  that  the  defendant, 
for  the  purpose  of  assisting  its  members 
in  discharging  their  professional 
responsibilities,  is  not  prohibited  from 
conducting  educational  seminars  which 
present  the  individual  views  of  the 
participants  or  from  publishing  and 
disseminating  its  Standards  of 
Marketability  of  Abstracts  of  Title  as 
they  existed  on  December  1, 1979. 

The  proposed  final  judgment  requires 
that  the  defendant  furnish  a  copy  of  the 
judgment  to  each  of  its  members, 
including  new  members  as  they  join, 
and  to  publish  a  copy  of  the  final 
judgment  in  the  defendant’s  newsletter. 
Also,  the  defendant  is  required  to 
furnish  a  copy  of  the  judgment,  together 
with  a  letter  explaining  its  terms,  to 
each  real  estate  firm,  title  insurance 
company,  abstract  of  title  company, 
savings  and  loan  association,  bank  and 
mortgage  company  with  offices  located 
in  Allen  County. 

The  proposed  final  judgment  further 
requires  that  the  defendant  cause  a  copy 
of  the  judgment  to  be  published  in  a 
daily  newspaper  of  general  circulation 
in  Allen  County.  Also,  the  defendant  is 
required  to  furnish  to  the  court  and  the 
plaintiff  an  affidavit  as  to  the  fact  and 
manner  of  its  compliance  with  the 
above-mentioned  notification  and 
publication  requirements.  The  proposed 
final  judgment  expires  10  years  after 
entry. 

Public  comment  is  invited  within  the 
statutory  60-day  comment  period.  Such 
comments,  and  responses  thereto,  will 
be  published  in  the  Federal  Register  and 
filed  with  the  court.  Comments  should 
be  directed  to  John  W.  Poole,  Jr.,  Chief, 
Special  Litigation  Section,  Antitrust 
Division,  Department  of  Justice,  Room 
7218, 10th  and  Pennsylvania  Avenue, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20530 
(telephone:  (202)  633-2425). 

Joseph  H.  Widmar, 

Director  of  Operations. 

U.S.  District  Court,  Northern  District  of 
Indiana,  South  Bend  Division 

United  States  of  America,  Plaintiff,  v.  Allen 
County  Indiana  Bar  Association,  Inc., 
Defendant. 

Civil  Action  No.  F  79-0042. 

Filed:  July  8, 1980. 


Stipulation 

It  is  stipulated  by  and  between  the 
undersigned  parties,  by  their  respective 
attorneys,  that: 

1.  A  Final  Judgment  in  the  form  hereto 
attached  may  be  filed  and  entered  by  the 
Court,  upon  the  motion  of  either  party  or 
upon  the  Court’s  own  motion,  at  any  time 
after  compliance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Antitrust  Procedures  and  Penalties  Act  (15 
U.S.C.  S  16).  and  without  further  notice  to 
either  party  or  other  proceedings,  provided 
that  Plaintiff  has  not  withdrawn  its  consent, 
which  it  may  do  at  any  time  before  the  entry 
of  the  proposed  Final  Judgment  by  serving 
notice  thereof  on  Defendant,  Allen  County 
Indiana  Bar  Association,  Inc.,  and  by  filing 
that  notice  with  the  Court. 

2.  In  the  event  Plaintiff  withdraws  its 
consent,  or  if  the  proposed  Final  Judgment  is 
not  entered  pursuant  to  this  Stipulation,  this 
Stipulation  shall  be  of  no  effect  whatever  and 
the  making  of  this  Stipulation  shall  be 
without  prejudice  to  Plaintiff  and  Defendant, 
Allen  County  Indiana  Bar  Assocation,  Inc.,  in 
this  or  any  other  proceeding. 

Dated:  July  8, 1980 

For  Plaintiff:  Sanford  M.  Litvack,  Assistant 
Attorney  General.  Mark  Leddy,  John  W. 
Poole,  Jr.,  Charles  S.  Stark,  Charles  R. 
Schwidde,  Martha  B.  Schneider,  Gail 
Kursh,  Attorneys,  Department  of  Justice, 
10th  and  Pa.  Ave.  NW„  Washington,  D.C. 
20530,  Telephone:  (202)  633-4479. 

For  Defendant:  David  A.  Lundy,  Lundy  & 
Associates,  1020  Anthony  Wayne  Bank 
Building,  Fort  Wayne,  Indiana  46802, 
(219)  422-1534.  Richard  A.  Solomon, 
Solomon  &  Foley,  1020  Buhl  Building, 
Detroit,  Michigan  48226,  (313)  963-7410. 

U.S.  District  Court,  Northern  District  of 
Indiana,  South  Bend  Division 

United  States  of  America,  Plaintiff,  v.  Alien 
County  Indiana  Bar  Association,  Inc., 
Defendant. 

Civil  Action  No.  F  79-0042. 

Entered:  r 

Filed:  July  8, 1980. 

Final  Judgment  as  to  Defendant,  Allen 
County  Indiana  Bar  Association,  Inc. 

Plaintiff,  United  States  of  America,  having 
filed  its  Complaint  herein  on  March  2, 1979, 
and  Defendant,  Allen  County  Indiana  Bar 
Association,  Inc.,  having  appeared  by  its 
attorneys,  and  the  parties  hereto,  by  their 
respective  attorneys,  having  consented  to  the 
entry  of  this  Final  Judgment,  without  trial  or 
adjudication  of  any  issue  of  fact  or  law 
herein  and  without  this  Final  Judgment 
constituting  evidence  or  admission  by  either 
party  in  respect  to  any  issue  of  fact  or  law 
herein; 

Now,  Therefore,  before  the  taking  of  any 
testimony  and  without  trial  or  adjudication  of 
any  issue  of  fact  or  law  herein,  and  upon 
consent  of  the  parties  hereto,  it  is  hereby, 

Ordered,  Adjudged  and  Decreed  as 
Follows: 

I 

This  Court  has  jurisdiction  over  the  subject 
matter  herein  and  of  the  parties  hereto.  The 
Complaint  states  a  claim  upon  which  relief 
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may  be  granted  against  the  Defendant  under 
Sections  1  and  2  of  the  Sherman  Act 

U 

As  used  in  this  Final  Judgment: 

(A)  “Person"  shall  mean  any  individual 
partnership,  firm,  association,  corporation,  or 
other  business  or  legal  entity; 

(B)  "Defendant  ACBA"  means  the 
Defendant  Allen  County  Indiana  Bar 
Association,  Inc; 

(C)  ‘Title  Insurance”  shall  mean  a  policy  of 
insurance,  insuring  against  loss  or  damage  on 
account  of  encumbrances  upon  or  defects  in 
the  title  to  residential  real  property,  subject 
to  stated  terms  and  conditions;  and 

(D)  "Attorney’s  Opinion”  shall  mean  a 
statement  by  an  attorney,  determining  the 
validity  or  marketability  or  extent  of  the  title 
to  residential  real  property,  subject  to  stated 
terms  and  conditions. 

III 

The  provisions  of  this  Final  Judgment  shall 
apply  to  the  Defendant  ACBA  and  to  each  of 
its  officers,  directors,  committees,  other 
organizational  units,  agents,  employees, 
successors,  and  assigns,  and  to  all  other 
persons  in  active  concert  or  participation 
with  any  of  them  who  receive  actual  notice  of 
this  Final  Judgment  by  personal  service  or 
otherwise.  For  purposes  of  this  Section  III  a 
member  of  Defendant  ACBA  shall  not  be 
deemed  to  be  in  active  concert  or 
participation  solely  by  virtue  of  his  or  her 
membership. 

IV 

(A)  Defendant  ACBA  is  enjoined  and 
restrained  from  directly  or  indirectly: 

(1)  Initiating,  implementing,  entering  into, 
carrying  out  or  furthering  any  conspiracy, 
agreement,  understanding,  plan,  or  concert  of 
action  with  any  person  which  has  the 
purpose  or  effect  of  discouraging  the  use  or 
acceptance  of  Title  Insurance. 

(2)  Adopting,  promulgating,  publishing,  or 
seeking  adherence  to  any  resolution, 
statement  of  principle,  rule,  standard,  or  any 
collective  statement  which  has  the  purpose  or 
effect  of  discouraging  the  use  or  acceptance 
of  Title  Insurance. 

(B)  For  the  purpose  of  this  Section  IV, 
conduct  deemed  to  have  the  purpose  or  effect 
of  discouraging  the  use  or  acceptance  of  Title 
Insurance  includes,  but  is  not  limited  to, 
conduct  by  Defendant  ACBA  which 
encourages,  recommends  or  requires  that 
Title  Insurance  be  based  upon  an  Attorney’s 
Opinion. 

(C)  Nothing  in  this  Final  Judgment  shall 
prohibit: 

(1)  An  attorney  or  firm,  acting  alone,  from 
giving  legal  advice  to  a  client,  or  from 
otherwise  expressing  an  opinion,  concerning 
the  use  or  acceptance  of  Title  Insurance;  or 

(2)  Defendant  ACBA,  for  the  purpose  of 
assisting  its  members  in  discharging  their 
professional  responsibilities,  from  conducting 
educational  seminars  which  present  the 
individual  views  of  the  participants  or  from 
publishing  and  disseminating  its  Standards  of 
Marketability  of  Abstracts  of  Title  as  they 
existed  on  December  1, 1979. 


V 

The  Defendant  ACBA  is  ordered  and 
directed: 

(A)  Within  thirty  (30}  days  from  entry  of 
this  Final  Judgment, 

(1)  To  send  a  copy  of  this  Final  Judgment  to 
each  member  of  the  Defendant  and  to  cause 
the  publication  of  this  Final  Judgment  in 
Defendant’s  newsletter; 

(2)  To  send  a  copy  of  this  Final  Judgment, 
together  with  a  letter  indentical  in  text  to  that 
attached  to  this  decree  as  Appendix  A,  to 
each  real  estate  firm  and  association,  title 
insurance  company,  abstract  of  title 
company,  savings  and  loan  association,  bank, 
and  mortgage  company  with  offices  located 
in  Allen  County,  Indiana;  and 

(3)  To  cause  a  copy  of  this  decree  to  be 
published  in  a  daily  newspaper  of  general 
circulation  in  Allen  County,  Indiana. 

(BJ  To  serve  a  copy  of  this  decree  upon  all 
of  its  future  members  at  such  time  as  they 
become  members. 

(C)  To  file  with  this  Court  and  serve  upon 
the  Plaintiff  within  sixty  (60)  days  after  the 
date  of  entry  of  this  Final  Judgment  an 
affidavit  as  to  the  fact  and  manner  of 
compliance  with  subsections  (A)  and  (B)  of 
this  Section  V. 

VI 

For  the  purpose  of  determining  or  securing 
compliance  with  this  Final  Judgment,  and 
subject  to  any  legally  recognized  privilege, 
from  time  to  time: 

(A}  Duly  authorized  representatives  of  the 
Department  of  Justice  shall,  upon  written 
request  of  the  Attorney  General  or  of  the 
Assistant  Attorney  General  in  charge  of  the 
Antitrust  Division,  and  on  reasonable  notice 
to  the  Defendant  ACBA  made  to  its  principal 
office,  be  permitted: 

(1)  Access  during  office  hours  to  inspect 
and  copy  all  books,  ledgers,  accounts, 
correspondence,  memoranda,  and  other 
records  and  documents  in  the  possession  or 
under  the  control  of  Defendant  ACBA,  which 
may  have  counsel  present,  regarding  any 
matters  contained  in  this  decree;  and 

(2)  Subject  to  the  reasonable  convenience 
of  such  Defendant  and  without  restraint  or 
interference  from  it,  to  interview  officers, 
employees,  and  agents  of  such  Defendant, 
who  may  have  counsel  present,  regarding  any 
such  matters. 

(B)  Upon  the  written  request  of  the 
Attorney  General  or  of  the  Assistant 
Attorney  General  in  charge  of  the  Antitrust 
Division  made  to  the  Defendant  ACBA’s 
principal  office,  the  Defendant  ACBA  shall 
submit  such  written  reports,  under  oath  if 
requested,  with  respect  to  any  of  the  matters 
contained  in  this  decree  as  may  be  requested. 

(C)  No  information  or  documents  obtained 
by  the  means  provided  in  this  Section  VI 
shall  be  divulged  by  any  representative  of  the 
Department  of  Justice  to  any  person  other 
than  a  duly  authorized  reprfesentative  of  the 
Executive  Branch  of  the  United  States,  except 
in  the  course  of  legal  proceedings  to  which 
the  United  States  is  a  party,  or  for  the 
purpose  of  securing  compliance  with  this 
Final  Judgment,  or  as  otherwise  required  by 
law. 


VII 

This  Final  Judgment  shall  have  full  force 
and  effect  for  a  period  of  ten  (10)  years  from 
the  date  of  its  entry.  Jurisdiction  is  retained 
by  this  Court  for  the  purpose  of  enabling  any 
of  the  parties  to  this  Final  Judgment  to  apply 
to  this  Court  at  any  time  for  such  further 
orders  and  directions  as  may  be  necessary  or 
appropriate  for  the  construction  or  carrying 
out  of  the  Final  Judgment,  for  the 
modification  of  any  of  the  provisions  hereof, 
for  the  enforcement  of  compliance  therewith, 
and  for  the  punishment  of  violations  thereof. 

vm 

Entry  of  this  Final  Judgment  is  in  the  public 
interest. 

Entered: 


Judge,  United  States  District  Court. 

Appendix  A 

Re  United  States  v.  Allen  County  Indiana  Bar 
Association,  Inc.,  No.  F  79-0042  (N.D. 

Ind.,  Final  Judgment  Entered  , 

1980) 

Dear  :  Recently,  the  Department 

of  Justice  filed  a  civil  complaint  against  the 
Allen  County  Indiana  Bar  Association,  Inc. 
(“ACBA")  alleging  that  certain  of  its  acts  or 
pronouncements  with  respect  to  the  use  of 
title  insurance  amounted  to  a  violation  of  the 
Sherman  Antitrust  Act.  One  such  act  or 
pronouncement  was  the  adoption  of  a 
particular  "Rule  of  Marketability,”  which  the 
Government  alleged  was  intended  to  and  had 
the  effect  of  discouraging  the  use  of  title 
insurance  except  where  based  on  a  lawyer’s 
examination  of  an  abstract  of  title.  As  you 
may  know,  ACBA  has  consistently  denied 
that  the  rule  in  question  was  so  intended  or 
had  such  effect,  but  nevertheless  ACBA 
rescinded  the  rule  prior  to  the  filing  of  the 
Government’s  complaint. 

Enclosed  is  a  copy  of  a  Final  Judgment 
entered  ,  1980,  in  United  States  v. 

Allen  County  Indiana  Bar  Association,  Inc., 
Civil  Action  No.  F  79-0042,  to  which  the 
parties  have  voluntarily  consented.  The  terms 
of  this  decree  require  that  ACBA  provide  you 
with  a  copy  of  this  judgment  as  well  as  this 
letter  of  explanation  of  the  decree. 

Basically,  the  decree  enjoins  ACBA,  as 
such,  from  entering  into  any  agreement  or 
plan,  or  passing  or  adhering  to  any  resolution, 
statement  of  principle,  rule,  standard,  or 
other  similar  collective  statement,  which  has 
the  purpose  or  effect  of  discouraging  any 
company,  organization,  or  person  from  using 
title  insurance  in  residential  real  estate 
transactions.  The  decree  also  provides  that 
nothing  therein  shall  prohibit  an  attorney  or 
firm,  acting  alone,  from  giving  legal  advice  to 
a  client,  ot  from  .otherwise  expressing  an 
opinion,  concerning  the  use  or  acceptance  of 
title  insurance  in  residential  real  estate 
transactions,  nor  does  it  prohibit  ACBA,  for 
the  purpose  of  assisting  its  members  in 
discharging  their  professional 
responsibilities,  from  conducting  educational 
seminars  which  present  the  individual  views 
of  the  participants  or  from  publishing  and 
disseminating  its  Standards  of  Marketability 
of  Abstracts  of  Title  as  they  existed  on 
December  1, 1979. 
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As  a  result  of  this  decree,  no  committee  of 
ACBA  takes  any  position  on  the  use  of  title 
insurance  in  residential  real  estate 
transactions,  and  no  lawyer  or  other  person 
is  authorized  to  assert  any  such  position  on 
ACBA’s  behalf.  The  decision  as  to  what  is  an 
appropriate  way  of  protecting  interested 
parties  in  any  particular  transaction,  whether 
by  way  of  title  insurance,  abstracts  and 
attorney’s  opinions,  or  otherwise,  is  a  matter 
for  their  own  judgment  as  to  what  will 
adequately  protect  their  interests. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Allen  County  Indiana  Bar  Association,  Inc. 

By:  Thomas  D.  Logan,  President 

U.S.  District  Court,  Northern  District  of 
Indiana,  South  Bend  Division 

United  States  of  America,  Plaintiff,  v.  Allen 
County  Indiana  Bar  Association,  Inc., 
Defendant. 

Civil  Action  No.  F-79-0042. 

Filed:  July  8, 1980. 

Competitive  Impact  Statement 

Pursuant  to  Section  2(b)  of  the  Antitrust 
Procedures  and  Penalties  Act  (15  U.S.C. 

§  16(b)— (h)),  the  United  States  of  America 
submits  this  Competitive  Impact  Statement 
relating  to  the  proposed  final  judgment 
submitted  for  entry  in  this  civil  antitrust 
proceeding. 

I 

Nature  of  the  Proceeding 

On  March  2, 1979,  the  Department  of 
Justice  filed  a  civil  antitrust  complaint  under 
Section  4  of  the  Sherman  Act  (15  U.S.C.  §  4) 
alleging  that  the  defendant,  Allen  County 
Indiana  Bar  Association,  Inc.  (“defendant”), 
violated  Sections  1  and  2  of  the  Sherman  Act 
(15  U.S.C.  §§  1  and  2).  The  complaint  alleges 
a  combination  and  conspiracy  among  the 
defendant  and  co-conspirators  to  restrain  and 
prevent  title  insurance  companies  from 
competing  with  defendant’s  members  in  the 
business  of  certifying  title  to  residential  real 
estate  in  Fort  Wayne,  Indiana,  in  transactions 
not  involving  federally  guaranteed  loans.  The 
complaint  also  alleges  that  the  defendant  and 
co-conspirators  combined  and  conspired  to 
monopolize  the  above-mentioned  business. 

Entry  of  the  proposed  final  judgment  will 
terminate  the  action,  except  that  the  Court 
will  retain  jurisdiction  over  the  matter  for 
further  proceedings  which  may  be  required  to 
interpret,  modify  or  enforce  the  judgment,  or 
to  punish  violations  of  any  of  its  provisions. 

II 

Description  of  the  Practices  Involved  in  the 
Alleged  Violation 

The  defendant  is  a  voluntary  professional 
association  for  attorneys  practicing  in  Allen 
County,  Indiana.  Approximately  480 
attorneys  are  currently  members  of  the 
defendant. 

The  complaint  alleges  that  the  defendant 
and  co-conspirators  engaged  in  a 
combination  and  conspiracy,  beginning  in  or 
about  1976,  to  monopolize  and  restrain  trade 
in  the  business  of  certifying  title  to  residential 
real  estate  in  Fort  Wayne,  Indiana.  The 
complaint  further  alleges  that  the  defendant 


and  co-conspirators  engaged  in  a  conspiracy 
to  restrain  and  prevent  tide  insurance 
companies  from  competing  with  the 
defendant’s  members  in  the  business  of 
certifying  title  to  residential  real  estate  in 
Fort  Wayne.  Such  competition  between  the 
defendant’s  members  and  title  insurance 
companies  was  alleged  in  the  complaint  to 
have  been  restrained  as  a  result  of  activities 
which  included  the  defendant's  adoption  and 
dissemination  of  a  resolution  and  a  statement 
of  principles  intended  to  limit  and  restrict  the 
sale  of  title  insurance  without  lawyers’ 
examinations  of  abstracts  of  title.  In  addition, 
the  defendant  was  alleged  to  have  restrained 
competition  by  inducing  lending  institutions, 
real  estate  brokers,  members  of  the  public 
and  attorneys  not  to  participate  in  residential 
real  estate  transactions  without  the 
examination  by  an  attorney  of  an  abstract  of 
title. 

The  complaint  alleges  that  the  conspiracy 
has  had  the  following  effects,  among  others: 

(a)  Title  insurance  companies  have  been 
limited,  restricted  and  injured  in  their  efforts 
to  sell  title  insurance  in  the  Allen  County 
area; 

(b)  Title  insurance  companies  have  been 
denied  the  opportunity  to  compete  freely  in 
the  business  of  certifying  or  guaranteeing  title 
to  residential  real  estate  in  the  Allen  County  ' 
area; 

(c)  The  cost  to  buyers  of  obtaining 
necessary  certification  of  title  to  resident:-  al 
real  estate  has  been  maintained  at  artificially 
high  levels; 

(d)  Competition  in  the  business  of 
certifying  or  guaranteeing  title  to  residential 
real  estate  in  the  Allen  County  area  has  been 
restrained;  and 

(e)  Purchasers  have  been  deprived  of  the 
benefits  of  free  and  open  competition  in  the 
market  for  title  certification  services  in  the 
Allen  County  area. 

Had  this  case  gone  to  trial,  the  United 
States  would  have  adduced  evidence 
intended  to  show  that,  beginning  in  or  about 
1976,  the  defendant  and  co-conspirators 
sought  to  persuade  the  local  agents  of  the 
major  title  insurance  companies  doing 
business  in  Allen  County  to  sign  or  adhere  to 
a  statement  of  principles  providing  that  title 
insurance  should  only  be  issued  when  it  is 
accompanied  by  an  attorney’s  opinion  based 
upon  an  examination  of  an  abstract  of  title. 
The  United  States  would  have  further 
produced  evidence  intended  to  show  that  the 
defendant  met  with  representatives  of  one  of 
the  title  insurance  companies  in  order  to 
obtain  their  agreement  not  to  sell  title 
insurance  which  was  not  accompanied  by  an 
attorney’s  opinion  based  upon  an 
examination  of  an  abstract  of  title.  At  trial, 
the  United  States  would  have  also  presented 
evidence  intended  to  show  that  the  defendant 
in  May  of  1978  adopted  and  disseminated  to 
its  members  a  resolution  providing  that  title 
insurance  is  only  acceptable  if  it  is  issued 
based  upon  an  examination  of  a  current 
abstract  of  title. 

ni 

Explanation  of  the  Proposed  Final  Judgment 

The  United  States  and  the  defendant  have 
stipulated  that  the  Court  may  enter  the 
proposed  final  judgment  after  compliance 


with  the  Antitrust  Procedures  and  Penalties 
Act.  The  stipulation  provides  that  neither 
party  has  made  any  admission  about  any 
issue  of  fact  or  law.  Under  the  provisions  of 
Section  2  (e)  of  the  Antitrust  Procedures  and 
Penalties  Act,  the  proposed  final  judgment 
may  not  be  entered  until  the  Court 
determines  that,  entry  is  in  the  public  interest 

A.  Prohibited  Conduct 

The  proposed  final  judgment  prohibits  the 
defendant  from  initiating,  implementing, 
entering  into,  carrying  out  or  furthering  any 
conspiracy,  agreement,  understanding,  plan 
or  concert  of  action  with  any  person  which 
has  the  purpose  or  effect  of  discouraging  the 
use  or  acceptance  of  title  insurance  in 
residential  real  estate  transactions.  The 
defendant  is  also  prohibited  from  adopting, 
promulgating,  publishing  or  seeking 
adherence  to  any  resolution,  statement  of 
principle,  rule,  standard  or  any  other 
collective  statement  which  has  the  purpose  or 
effect  of  discouraging  the  use  or  acceptance 
of  title  insurance  in  residential  real  estate 
transactions.  The  decree  provides  that 
conduct  which  is  deemed  to  have  the  purpose 
or  effect  of  discouraging  the  use  or 
acceptance  of  title  insurance  includes,  but  is 
not  limited  to,  conduct  by  the  defendant 
which  encourages,  recommends  or  requires 
that  title  insurance  be  based  upon  an 
attorney’s  opinion.  The  decree  defines  an 
attoney’s  opinion  to  mean  a  statement  by  an 
attorney,  determining  the  validity  or 
marketability  or  extent  of  the  title  to 
residential  real  property,  subject  to  stated 
terms  and  conditions. 

The  decree  further  provides  that  an 
attorney  or  firm,  acting  alone,  is  not 
prohibited  from  giving  legal  advice  to  a  client, 
or  from  otherwise  expressing  an  opinion, 
concerning  the  use  or  acceptance  of  title 
insurance  in  residential  real  estate 
transactions.  The  decree  also  provides  that 
the  defendant  for  the  purpose  of  assisting  its 
members  in  discharging  their  professional 
responsibilities,  is  not  prohibited  from 
conducting  educational  seminars  which 
present  the  individual  views  of  the 
participants  or  from  publishing  and 
disseminating  its  Standards  of  Marketability 
of  Abstracts  of  Title  as  they  existed  on 
December  1. 1979. 

The  proposed  final  judgment  requires  that 
the  defendant  furnish  a  copy  of  the  judgment 
to  each  of  its  members,  including  new 
members  as  they  join,  and  to  publish  a  copy 
of  the  final  judgment  in  the  defendant’s 
newsletter.  The  defendant  is  also  required  to 
furnish  a  copy  of  the  judgment,  together  with 
a  letter  explaining  its  terms,  to  each  real 
estate  firm,  title  insurance  company,  abstract 
of  title  company,  savings  and  loan 
association,  bank  and  mortgage  company 
with  offices  located  in  Allen  County. 

The  proposed  final  judgment  further 
requires  that  the  defendant  cause  a  copy  of 
the  judgment  to  be  published  in  a  daily 
newspaper  of  general  circulation  in  Alien 
County.  Also,  the  defendant  is  required  to 
furnish  to  the  Court  and  the  plaintiff  an 
affidavit  as  to  the  fact  and  manner  of  its 
compliance  with  the  above-mentioned 
notification  and  publication  requirements. 
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B.  Scope  of  the  Proposed  Judgment 

The  proposed  final  judgment  will  remain  in 
effect  for  a  period  of  10  years  from  entry.  It 
applies  to  the  defendant  and  to  each  of  its 
officers,  directors,  committees,  other 
organizational  units,  agents,  employees, 
successors  and  assigns  and  to  all  other 
persons  in  active  concert  or  participation 
with  any  of  them  who  receive  actual  notice  of 
the  judgment. 

C.  Effect  of  the  Proposed  Judgment  on 
Competition 

The  relief  in  the  proposed  final  judgment  is 
designed  to  insure  that  title  insurance 
companies  are  not  disadvantaged  by 
unlawful  restraints  in  competing  with 
attorneys  in  the  business  of  providing 
residential  buyers  with  security  from  the  risk 
of  defects  in  a  seller's  title.  The  proposed 
final  judgment  should  also  insure  that 
realtors,  lenders  and  residential  property 
buyers  are  permitted  to  make  informed 
decisions  as  to  whether  title  insurance, 
attorney’s  opinions  based  on  title  abstracts  or 
both  are  best  for  their  particular  needs  or 
purposes. 

The  proposed  final  judgment  provides  two 
methods  for  determining  the  defendant’s 
compliance  with  its  terms.  First,  the  Unites 
States  is  given  access,  upon  reasonable 
notice,  to  the  records  of  the  defendant  to 
examine  them  for  possible  violations  of  the 
judgment,  and  to  interview  officers, 
employees  and  agents  of  the  defendant 
Second,  the  United  States  may  require  the 
defendant  to  submit  written  reports  about 
any  matters  pertaining  to  the  judgment. 

The  Department  of  justice  believes  that  the 
proposed  final  judgment  contains  adequate 
provisions  to  prevent  further  violations  by 
the  defendant  of  the  type  upon  which  this 
complaint  is  based.  The  Department  believes 
that  disposition  of  the  lawsuit  without  further 
litigation  is  appropriate  because  the  proposed 
judgment  provides  all  the  relief  which  the 
United  States  sought  in  its  complaint,  and  the 
additional  expense  of  litigation  would  not 
result  in  further  public  beneift. 

IV 

Remedies  Available  to  Potential  Private 
Litigants 

Section  4  of  the  Clayton  Act  (15  U.S.C. 

§  15)  provides  that  any  person  who  has  been 
injured  as  a  result  of  conduct  prohibited  by 
the  antitrust  laws  may  bring  suit  in  federal 
court  to  recover  three  times  the  damages 
suffered,  as  well  as  costs  and  reasonable 
attorneys'  fees.  Entry  of  the  proposed  final 
judgment  will  neither  impair  not  assist  the 
bringing  of  such  actions.  Under  the  provisions 
of  Section  5(a)  of  the  Clayton  Act  (15  U.S.C. 

§  16  (a)),  the  judgment  has  no  prima  facie 
effect  in  any  subsequent  lawsuits  that  may  be 
brought  against  this  defendant. 

V 

Procedures  Available  for  Modification  of  the 
Proposed  Judgment 

As  provided  by  the  Antitrust  Procedures 
and  Penalties  Act  any  person  believing  that 
the  proposed  final  judgment  should  be 
modified  may  submit  written  comments  to 
John  W.  Poole,  Jr..  Chief,  Special  Litigation 


Section,  Antitrust  Division,  United  States 
Department  of  Justice,  10th  Street  and 
Pennsylvania  Ave.,  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 
20530,  within  the  60-day  period  provided  by 
the  Act.  These  comments,  and  the 
Department's  responses,  will  be  filed  with  the 
Court  and  published  in  the  Federal  Register. 
All  comments  will  be  given  due  consideration 
by  the  Department  of  justice,  which  remains 
free  to  withdraw  its  consent  to  the  proposed 
judgment  at  any  time  prior  to  entry.  The 
judgment  provides  that  the  Court  retains 
jurisdiction  over  this  action,  and  the  parties 
may  apply  to  the  Court  for  any  order 
necessary  or  appropriate  for  its  modification, 
interpretation  or  enforcement. 

VI 

Alternatives  to  the  Proposed  Consent 
Judgment 

This  case  does  not  involve  any  unusual  or 
novel  issues  of  fact  or  law  which  might  make 
litigation  a  more  desirable  alternative  than 
entry  of  this  final  judgment.  The  Department 
considers  the  substantive  language  of  the 
judgment  to  be  of  sufficient  scope  and 
effectiveness  to  make  litigation  on  relief 
unnecessary,  as  the  judgment  provides  all 
relief  which  reasonably  could  have  been 
expected  after  trial. 

VII 

Other  Materials 

No  materials  and  documents  of  the  type 
described  in  Section  2(b)  of  the  Antitrust 
Procedures  and  Penalties  Act  (15  U.S.C.  §  18 
(bj)  were  considered  in  formulating  the 
proposed  final  judgment. 

Dated:  July  8, 1980. 

Charles  R.  Schwidde, 

Martha  B.  Schneider, 

Gail  Kursh, 

Attorneys,  Department  of  Justice,  10th  St.  and 
Pa.  Ave.  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C.  20530, 
Telephone:  (202)  633-3081. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21253  Filed  7-15-60;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4410-01-M 


National  Institute  of  Justice 

Crime  Control  Theory;  Competitive 
Research  Program 

The  National  Institute  of  Justice 
ammounces  continuation  of  a 
competitive  research  program  on  crime 
control  theory.  Subject  to  the 
availability  of  funds  for  fiscal  year  1981, 
up  to  $500,000  in  grants  will  be  awarded 
in  each  of  two  funding  cycles  to  support 
research  aimed  at  improving  our 
understanding  of  how  the  exercise  of  the 
sanctioning  powers  of  the  criminal 
justice  system  acts  to  control  crime  in 
our  society.  It  is  expected  that  a  total  of 
eight  to  ten  awards  will  be  made.  A  peer 
review  panel  consisting  of  experts  in  the 
field  will  make  funding 
recommendations  from  among  the 
proposals  received.  To  be  eligible  for  the 
first  cycle  proposals  must  be 


postmarked  by  November  1, 1980;  the 
closing  date  for  the  second  cycle  is  April 
15, 1981.  Both  profit-making  and  non¬ 
profit  organizations  are  eligible  to  apply. 
“Profits”  and  “fees,"  however,  are  not 
allowable  line  items  in  grant  budgets. 

Copies  of  the  solicitation  can  be 
obtained  by  writing  to:  Program 
Solicitation  Office,  National  Criminal 
Justice  Reference  Service,  Box  6000, 
Rockville,  MD  20850. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  and  Assistance 
16.507:  Law  Enforcement  Research  and 
Development  Project  Grants) 

Harry  M.  Bratt, 

Acting  Director,  National  Institute  of  Justice. 

Crime  Control  Theory 

1.  Program  Description 

The  mechanisms  by  which  the 
activities  of  the  criminal  justice  system 
might  affect  the  incidence  of  crime  in 
society  have  been  classed  traditionally 
as  general  deterrence,  incapacitation, 
specific  deterrence  and  rehabilitation. 
General  deterrence  theory  argues  that 
some  individuals  refrain  from 
committing  criminal  acts  because  they 
assess  the  risk  of  incurring  the  law’s 
sanctions  or  the  possible  severity  of  the 
penalties  (or  some  combination  of  these) 
as  being  unacceptably  high. 
Incapacitation  (incarceration)  acts  to 
control  crime  by  denying  the  offender 
access  to  victims  and  thus  prevents 
those  crimes  that  would  have  been 
committed  had  the  offender  been  free  to 
do  so.  Specific  deterrence  theories 
assert  that  the  personal  experience  of 
criminal  sanctions  operates  as  a 
disincentive  to  future  criminal  behavior 
on  the  part  of  those  sanctioned. 
Conversely,  rehabilitation  focuses  on 
the  effectiveness  of  the  positive 
incentives  toward  future  law  abiding 
behavior  that  are  offered  to  the 
sanctioned  offender  through  a  variety  of 
criminal  justice  programs. 

Proposals  are  invited  for  research 
projects  that  could  contribute  to  a  better 
understanding  of  how  (and  how  well) 
these  mechanisms  work  as  social  forces 
acting  to  control  the  incidence  of  crime. 
The  following  list  of  project  classes, 
while  not  intended  to  be  encyclopedic  in 
its  coverage,  might  serve  to  illustrate  the 
scope  and  variety  of  the  program’s 
interests. 

1.  Theoretical  and  conceptual  studies 
aimed  at  explicating  how  the  efficacy  of 
society’s  formal  agencies  of  crime 
control  might  relate  to  or  derive  from 
more  fundamental  theories  of  social  and 
behavioral  control. 

2.  Modeling  studies  aimed  at 
continued  development  of  general 
frameworks  of  analysis  that  embody  in 
their  structure  some  plausible  theory  of 
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crime  control  and  facilitate  empirical 
testing  of  theory. 

3.  Criminal  career  research  directed 
towards  development  of  improved 
taxonomies  of  career  patterns  or 
towards  achieving  a  better 
understanding  of  how  criminal  justice 
system  interventions  affect  the  evolution 
of  offender’s  life-styles. 

4.  Perceptions  research  investigating 
questions  such  as  determinants  of 
variability  in  some  population’s 
assessment  of  sanction  risk  or  sanction 
cost. 

5.  Experiments  or  quasi-experiments 
intended  to  collect  empirical  evidence 
on  variation  in  crime  control  effects 
with  variation  in  sanction  threat. 

6.  Design  studies. — Certain  questions 
of  importance  to  this  subject  matter  area 
might  best  be  studied  through  research 
projects  of  a  size  and  complexity  that 
are  beyond  the  normal  funding 
capabilities  of  this  program.  In  order  to 
obtain  support  for  such  studies,  this 
Office  would  have  to  argue  for 
supplemental  funding  in  its  budget 
request.  Under  the  on-going  program, 
however,  support  might  be  made 
available  for  modestly  budgeted 
“design”  grants:  studies  concerned  with 
such  things  as  refinement  of  the 
conceptual  bases  of  a  larger  piece  of 
research  contemplated,  development 
and  pre-testing  of  measuring 
instruments,  etc.  Of  course,  the  award  of 
any  such  “design”  grants  must  not  be 
interpreted  as  a  commitment  to 
continued  funding  of  the  project  on  the 
part  of  the  National  Institute. 

Again,  the  above  listing  is  intended  to 
suggest  the  general  nature  of  the 
program  rather  than  to  define  some  set 
of  priorities  and  exclude  classes  of 
research  projects  not  mentioned. 
Proposal  authors  should  keep  in  mind, 
however,  that  the  ultimate  objective  is 
the  evolution  of  a  scientifically  sound 
understanding  of  the  role  that  formal 
sanctions  play  in  the  control  of  crime  in 
our  society.  All  proposals  should, 
therefore,  describe  clearly  not  only  the 
research  project  for  which  funding  is 
sought  but  also  precisely  how  this 
research  fits  into  the  development  of  a 
comprehensive  theory. 

II.  Review  Process  and  Selection 

Interested  researchers  should  submit 
proposals  in  accordance  with  Section  III 
of  this  announcement.  Proposals 
received  will  be  reviewed  by  a  joint 
panel  of  National  Institute  of  justice 
staff  and  researchers  from  outside  the 
Institute  who  are  chosen  for  the 
significance  of  their  own  work  in  fields 
related  to  the  interests  of  this  program. 

The  two  main  points  to  be  considered 
in  the  course  of  this  review  are: 


1.  To  what  extent  would  the  research, 
if  successful,  constitute  an  advance  over 
the  existing  body  of  knowledge  or 
contribute  new  insights  to  the 
development  of  theory? 

2.  Is  the  project  design  as  it  is 
described  in  the  proposal  both 
methodologically  sound  and  feasible? 

The  result  of  the  panel’s  deliberations 
will  be  the  selection  and 
recommendation  of  those  proposals  that 
would  in  its  view  constitute  the  most 
worthwhile  crime  control  research 
program  that  could  be  supported  with 
funds  available  in  this  fiscal  year. 
Authority  to  make  grant  award  is,  of 
course,  reserved  to  the  Director  of  the 
National  Institute  of  Justice. 

Subject  to  the  availability  of  funds, 
this  Office  plans  to  support  up  to  a  total 
of  $1  million  in  crime  control  research  in 
fiscal  1981 — perhaps  8  to  12  projects. 

III.  How  To  Apply 

Eight  copies  of  fully  executed 
proposals  should  be  sent  to:  Crime 
Control  Theory  Program,  Office  of 
Research  and  Evaluation  Methods, 
National  Institute  of  Justice,  633  Indiana 
Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20531. 

A  proposal  consists  of  the  following: 

1.  A  completed  and  signed  Federal 
Assistance  application  on  Standard 
Form  424  and  LEAA  Form  4000/3. 

2.  A  budget  narrative. 

3.  A  program  narrative. 

The  program  narrative  is  the  technical 
description  of  the  work  to  be 
undertaken.  It  is  on  the  basis  of  the 
information  presented  in  this  part  of  the 
proposal  that  the  review  panel  arrives  at 
its  funding  recommendations. 

Applicants  should  be  careful  to  ensure 
that  this  section  contains  clear  and 
reasonably  complete  descriptions  of  (a) 
the  research  question  being  addressed; 
(b)  the  significance  of  this  work  to  the 
overall  development  of  crime  control 
theory;  (c)  the  methodology,  research 
design  and  general  plan  for  conduct  of 
the  work;  and  (d)  the  kind  of  products 
anticipated  as  resulting  directly  from  the 
research  (books,  journal  articles, 
monographs,  etc.) 

As  attachments  to  the  program 
narrative,  applicants  are  required  to 
furnish  a  project  abstract  of  not  more 
than  200  word^a  short  (1  page) 
schedule  of  the  planned  sequence  of 
project  activities,  and  professional 
resumes  of  key  project  personnel. 

IV.  Proposal  Submission  Schedule 

Two  proposal  review  and  funding 
cycles  are  planned  in  fiscal  1981.  In 
order  to  be  eligible  for  funding  under  the 
first  cycle,  the  eight  copies  of  the 
program  narrative  section  of  the 
proposal  must  be  postmarked  no  later 


than  November  1, 1980.  Although  we 
would  encourage  submission  of 
complete  proposals  by  that  date, 
applicants  will  be  given  until  November 
29  to  send  in  the  required  eight  copies  of 
SF  424,  LEAA  4000/3  and  the  budget 
narrative. 

For  consideration  in  the  program’s 
second  review  cycle,  the  eight  copies  of 
the  program  narrative  section  must  be 
postmarked  no  later  than  April  11, 1981, 
with  copies  of  the  SF  424,  LEAA  Form 
4000/3  and  budget  narrative  mailed  by 
May  9, 1981. 

V.  Further  Information 

In  order  to  obtain  copies  of  the 
required  application  forms  or  to  get 
further  information  about  the  program  or 
the  application  process,  researchers 
should  write  to  Joel  H.  Garner,  Program 
Manager,  Crime  Control  Theory 
Program,  at  the  address  in  Section  III 
above.  Mr.  Gamer  can  be  reached  by 
phone  at  (301)  492-9080.  Applicants  who 
have  a  research  idea  but  are  uncertain 
of  its  appropriateness  for  funding  under 
this  program  are  encouraged  to  call  Mr. 
Gamer  and  discuss  the  idea  with  him 
before  undertaking  the  considerable 
amount  of  effort  required  to  plan  their 
project  in  detail  and  write  up  a  proposal 
that  would  be  competitive. 

VI.  Grants  Previously  Awarded 

William  Bowers,  Northeastern 
University;  “Deterrence  and  Data 
Disaggregation;”  #79-NI-AX-0009. 

Thomas  F.  Pogue,  University  of  Iowa; 
“An  Econometric  Analysis  of  the 
Deterrence  Effects  of  Arrest  and 
Imprisonment;”  #79-NI-AX-0015. 

Isaac  Ehrlich,  SUNY,  Buffalo; 
“Economic  Analysis  of  Crime  and 
Deterrence;”  # 79-NI- AX-0040. 

Thomas  Orsagh,  University  of  North 
Carolina;  “The  Deterrent  Effect  of  Arrest 
and  Incarceration:  A  Criminometric 
Approach;"  #79-NI-AX-0047. 

David  F.  Greenberg,  New  York 
University;  "Crime  Rates  and  Arrest 
Rates:  A  Causal  Analysis;”  #79-NI-AX- 
0054. 

Llad  Phillips,  University  of  California, 
Santa  Barbara;  “Identifying  the  Control 
Effects  of  Imprisonment;”  # 79-NI- AX- 
0069. 

George  M.  Camp,  Criminal  Justice 
Institute,  Inc.;  “The  Influence  of 
Sanctions  and  Opportunities  on  Rates  of 
Bank  Robbery;"  #79-NI-AX-0117. 

Lee  McPheters,  Arizona  State 
University;  “Deterrence  Effects  of  the 
Revised  Arizona  Criminal  Code:  A 
Quasi-Experiment;  #79-NI-AX-O041. 

Franklin  Zimring,  University  of 
Chicago;  “New  York’s  Double 
Crackdown  on  Juvenile  Violence:  A 
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Policy  Experiment  in  General 
Deterrence;"  #79-NI-AX-0072. 

William  Bowers,  Northeastern 
University;  “Deterrence  Processes  and 
Effects:  A  Quasi-Experimental 
Approach;”  #79-NI-AX-0074. 

Colin  Loftin,  University  of  Michigan; 
“The  Deterrent  Effects  of  Michigan’s 
Firearm  Law;”  #79-NI-AX-0094. 

Gilbert  Geis,  University  of  California 
at  Irvine;  “Deterring  Automobile  Repair 
Fraud;”  #79-NI-AX-0050. 

Alfred  Blumstein  and  Jacqueline 
Cohen,  Camegie-Mellon  University; 
“Analysis  of  Criminal  Careers  From  An 
Incapacitation  Perspective;”  #79-NI- 
AX-0121. 

Robert  Willstadter,  Spectrum 
Analysis;  "An  Analysis  of  Parameters  of 
Adult  Felon  Crime  Switch 
Probabilities;”  #79-NI-AX-0129. 

Stephen  Stollmack  and  Carl  Harris, 
ANALOGS,  Inc.;  “Modeling  and 
Estimating  Incapacitation  Effects  Using 
Police  Investigation  Data;”  #79-NI-AX- 
0136. 

William  Davidson,  Michigan  State 
University;  “Incapacitation  Theory:  A 
Field  Test;”  #70-NI-AX-0113. 

[FR  Doc  80-21251  Filed  7-18-80;  8:45  am) 
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Competitive  Research  Program  on 
Methodological  Issues  in  Criminal 
Justice  Research  and  Evaluation 

The  National  Institute  of  Justice 
announces  continuation  of  a  competitive 
research  program  on  methodological 
issues  in  criminal  justice  research  and 
evaluation.  Subject  to  the  availability  of 
funds  for  fiscal  year  1981,  up  to  $500,000 
in  grants  will  be  awarded  in  each  of  two 
funding  cycles  to  support  research 
aimed  at  improving  the  methods  of 
inquiry  and  techniques  of  inference  used 
in  various  classes  of  criminal  justice 
studies.  Multiple  awards  are  envisioned; 
it  is  suggested  that  requests  for  project 
funding  not  exceed  $100,000.  A  peer 
review  panel  consisting  of  experts  in  the 
field  will  make  funding 
recommendations  from  among  the 
proposals  received.  To  be  eligible  for 
consideration  in  the  first  cycle  proposals 
must  be  postmarked  by  November  1, 
1980;  the  closing  date  for  the  second 
cycle  is  May  1, 1981.  Both  profit-making 
and  non-profit  organizations  are  eligible 
to  apply.  “Profits”  and  “fees,”  however, 
are  not  allowable  line  items  in  grant 
budgets. 

Copies  of  the  solicitation  can  be 
obtained  by  writing  to:  Program 
Solicitation  Office,  National  Criminal 
Justice  Reference  Service,  Box  6000, 
Rockville,  MD  20850. 


(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  and  Assistance 
16.507:  Law  Enforcement  Research  and 
Development  Project  Grants) 

Harry  M.  Bratt, 

Acting  Director,  National  Institute  of  Justice. 

The  Methodology  Development  Program 

I.  Program  Description 

The  National  Institute  of  Justice  has 
an  on-going  interest  in  sponsoring 
research  aimed  at  improving  the 
precision  and  accuracy  of  measures 
used  in  crime  and  criminal  justice 
studies,  promoting  economy  and 
efficiency  in  study  designs,  and 
enhancing  the  significance  and  cogency 
of  study  conclusions.  Researchers  are 
therefore  invited  to  submit  proposals  for 
projects  intended  to  develop  advances 
in  techniques  of  measurement  and 
inference  or  to  test  other  methodological 
innovations  applicable  to  criminal 
justice  research  and  evaluation  studies. 

The  following  broadly  defined  classes 
of  projects  might  serve  to  illustrate  the 
scope  of  the  program’s  interests: 

1.  Research  on  statistical  problems 
and  analytic  techniques.  Such  work  is 
most  frequently  aimed  at  investigating 
criminal  justice  applications  of  recent 
theoretical  advances  and  innovative 
techniques  that  have  been  found  useful 
in  other  social  program  areas. 

2.  Studies  dealing  with  operational 
concerns  in  criminal  justice  research 
and  evaluation.  This  work  might,  for 
example,  focus  on  the  study  of  methods 
by  which  available  resources  could  be 
more  efficiently  used.  Such  projects 
might  include  investigations  into  validity 
issues  in  the  use  of  a  variety  of  existing 
data  sources.  Research  might  be  aimed 
at  development  of  improved, 
standardized  measures  of  criminal 
justice  system  processes  (sanction 
severity,  for  example)  as  a  step  towards 
increasing  our  ability  to  make  cross- 
jurisdictional  or  longitudinal 
comparisons  with  confidence. 

3.  Research  into  substantive  areas 
where  there  exist  well  recognized  and 
serious  problems  of  measurement  and 
inference.  Studies  aimed  at  achieving 
improvements  in  techniques  of  offender 
classification,  for  example,  could  not 
only  prove  to  be  of  considerable 
significance  to  many  decision  makers 
within  the  criminal  justicesystem but 
could  also  be  methodologically 
important  in  research  and  evaluation 
work  where  offender  characteristics  are 
posited  as  explanatory  variables.  - 

The  above  listing  is  intended  as 
suggestive  of  the  nature  of  program 
rather  than  somehow  definitive  of 
program  priorities.  Proposal  authors 
should  keep  in  mind,  however,  that  the 
primary  objective  of  projects  funded 


under  this  program  must  be  to  increase 
our  capacity  to  study  crime  and  criminal 
justice  operations.  All  proposals  must, 
therefore,  specify  clearly  the 
methodological  problem  being 
addressed  and  the  way  in  which  the 
authors  see  the  project  providing  an 
advance  in  the  current  state-of-the-art  of 
criminal  justice  research  and  evaluation. 

Authors  are  strongly  encouraged  to 
include  as  an  integral  part  of  their 
project  a  specific  pilot  demonstration  of 
the  technique's  applicability  in  its 
criminal  justice  context.  Most  frequently 
this  is  accomplished  through  analysis  of 
some  existing  data  bases  that  are 
available  to  the  researcher.  In  any  case, 
the  inclusion  of  an  applied  test  within 
the  project  design  is  of  great  help  to 
proposal  reviewers  in  understanding  the 
criminal  justice  significance  the  authors 
see  in  their  work.  Furthermore,  should 
the  research  be  successful,  the 
demonstration  of  its  potential  utility  to 
the  criminal  justice  research  and 
evaluation  community  is  immeasurably 
enhanced  if  the  publication  of  results 
includes  some  such  concrete 
application. 

II.  Review  Process  and  Selection 
Criteria 

Interested  researchers  should  submit 
proposals  in  accordance  with  the 
instructions  contained  in  Section  III  of 
this  announcement.  Proposals  received 
will  be  reviewed  by  a  joint  panel  of 
National  Institute  of  Justice  staff  and 
researchers  from  outside  the  Institute 
who  are  chosen  for  the  significance  of 
their  own  work  in  the  various  fields  that 
are  generally  of  interest  to  this  program. 

The  main  points  to  be  considered  in 
the  course  of  this  review  are: 

1.  Is  the  proposed  work  research  on 
applied  methodology? 

2.  Is  it  technically  sound? 

3.  If  successful,  would  it  constitute  a 
genuine  advance,  at  least  in  its  criminal 
justice  applications? 

4.  Does  it  have  reasonably  wide 
applicability  to  criminal  justice  research 
and  evaluation  problems? 

The  result  of  the  panel’s  deliberations 
will  be  the  selection  and 
recommendation  of  those  proposals  that 
would  in  its  view  constitute  the  most 
worthwhile  methodological  research 
program  that  could  be  supported  with 
funds  available  in  this  fiscal  year. 
Authority  to  make  grant  awards  is,  of 
course,  reserved  to  the  Director  of  the 
National  Institute  of  Justice. 

Subject  to  the  availability  of  funds, 
this  Office  plans  to  support  up  to  a  total 
of  $1  million  in  methods  research  in 
fiscal  1981.  As  a  rough  guideline  to 
proposal  authors,  it  is  suggested  that 
project  budgets  not  exceed  $100,000. 
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III.  How  To  Apply 

Eight  copies  of  fully  executed 
proposals  should  be  sent  to:  Director, 
Office  of  Research  and  Evaluation 
Methods,  National  Institute  of  Justice, 

633  Indiana  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20531. 

A  proposal  consists  of  the  following: 

1.  A  completed  and  signed  Federal 
Assistance  application  on  Standard 
Form  424  and  LEAA  Form  4000/3. 

2.  A  budget  narrative. 

3.  A  program  narrative. 

The  program  narrative  is  the  technical 
description  of  the  work  to  be 
undertaken.  It  is  on  the  basis  of  the 
information  presented  in  this  part  of  the 
proposal  that  the  review  panel  arrives  at 
its  funding  recommendations. 

Applicants  should  be  careful  to  ensure 
that  this  section  contains  clear 
statements  of  a)  the  nature  of  the 
methodological  advance  proposed;  b)  a 
specific  criminal  justice  example  where 
the  suggested  approach  might  be  used; 
c)  the  methodology  of  the  proposed 
project  itself  and  die  general  plan  for  the 
conduct  of  the  work;  and  d)  the  kinds  of 
products  anticipated  as  resulting 
directly  from  the  research  (books, 
journal  articles,  monographs,  etc.). 

As  attachments  to  the  program 
narrative,  applicants  are  required  to 
furnish  a  project  abstract  of  not  more 
than  200  words,  a  short  (1  page) 
schedule  of  the  planned  sequence  of 
project  activities,  and  a  brief  statement 
of  the  grantee  organization’s  relevant 
qualifications  plus  professional  resume  s 
of  key  project  personnel. 

IV.  Proposal  Submission  Schedule 

Two  proposal  review  and  funding 
cycles  are  planned  in  fiscal  1981.  In 
order  to  be  eligible  for  funding  under  the 
first  cycle,  the  eight  copies  of  the 
program  narrative  section  of  the 
proposal  must  be  postmarked  no  later 
than  November  1, 1980.  Although  we 
would  encourage  submission  of 
complete  proposals,  by  that  date, 
applicants  will  be  given  until  November 
29  to  send  in  the  required  eight  copies  of 
SF  424,  LEAA  Form  4000/3  and  the 
budget  narrative. 

For  consideration  in  the  program’s 
second  review  cycle,  the  eight  copies  of 
the  program  narrative  section  must  be 
postmarked  no  later  than  April  25, 1981, 
with  copies  of  the  SF  424,  LEAA  Form 
4000/3  and  budget  narrative  mailed  by 
May  23, 1981. 

V.  Further  Information 

In  order  to  obtain  copies  of  the 
required  application  forms  or  to  get 
further  information  about  the  program  or 
the  application  process,  researchers 


should  write  to  George  Silberman, 
Program  Manager,  Methodology 
Development  Program,  at  the  address  in 
Section  III  above.  Mr.  Silberman  can  be 
reached  by  phone  at  (301)  492-9080. 

Applicants  who  have  a  research  idea 
but  are  uncertain  of  its  appropriateness 
for  funding  under  this  program  are 
strongly  encouraged  to  call  Mr. 
Silberman  and  discuss  the  project  with 
him  before  undertaking  the  considerable 
amount  of  effort  required  to  plan  their 
project  in  detail  and  write  up  a  proposal 
that  would  be  competitive. 

VI.  Grants  Previously  Awarded  Under 
the  Methodology  Development  Program 

Multivariate  Taxonomic  Techniques 
in  Criminal  Justice  Research,  Behavioral 
Research  Institute,  Boulder,  Colorado, 
Principal  Investigator,  Timothy  Brennan. 

Conventional  and  Frontier  Analyses 
of  Cost  Functions  Characterizing 
Correctional  Institutions,  University  of 
North  Carolona,  Chapel  Hill,  North 
Carolina,  Principal  Investigator,  Anne 
Witte. 

Specifications  and  Test  of  “Population 
at  Risk”  Crime  Rates  Statistics, 
Oklahoma  State  University,  Stillwater, 
Oklahoma,  Principal  Investigator,  Keith 
Harries. 

Robust  Estimation  in  Latent  Trait 
Analysis,  BSSR,  Washington,  D.C., 
Principal  Investigator,  Howard  Wainer. 

Ecological  Approach  to 
Environmental  Evaluation  of  Residential 
Treatment  Homes,  Environmental 
Research  and  Development  Foundation, 
Phoenix,  Arizona,  Principal  Investigator, 
Rajendra  Srivastava. 

Sources  of  Error  in  Criminal  Justice 
Survey  Data,  University  of  California  at 
Santa  Barbara,  Principal  Investigators, 
Richard  Berk  and  William  Bielby. 

the  Analysis  of  Interorganizational 
Networks  in  the  Delivery  of  Criminal 
and  Juvenile  Services,  University  of 
Southern  California,  Los  Angeles, 
California,  Principal  Investigators,  Jon 
Miller  and  james  Lincoln. 

Blockmodel  Techniques  for  Criminal 
Justice  Research,  University  of 
Minnesota,  Minneapolis,  Minnesota, 
Principal  Investigator,  Phipps  Arabie. 

The  Development  of  Criminal 
Incidence  and  Prevalence  Models, 
ANALOGS,  Washington,  D.C.,  Principal 
Investigator,  Stephen  Stollmack. 

Comparative  Validation  of  the 
Randomized  Response  and  Direct 
Question  Methods,  University  of 
Pennsylvania,  Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania,  Principal  Investigator, 
Marvin  Wolfgang. 

Bayes  Estimates  in  Stochastic  Models 
of  Crime  Commission  Rates,  The  Rand 
Corporation,  Santa  Monica,  California, 


Principal  Investigator,  Jan  Chaiken  and 
John  Rolph. 

Detecting  Patterns  in  Criminal 
Behavior,  University  of  Southern 
California,  Principal  Investigator, 
Norman  Cliff. 

Developing  Improved  Techniques  for 
Evaluating  Correctional  Programs, 
University  of  Illinois /Chicago  Circle, 
Principal  Investigator,  Michael  Maltz. 

Inferring  Individual  Behavior  From 
Grouped  Data,  University  of  Illinois/ 
Chicago  Circle,  Principal  Investigator, 
John  Wanat. 

Examining  Patterns  in  Crime  Data, 
University  of  California  at  Santa 
Barbara,  Principal  Investigators, 
Reginald  Golledge  and  Lawrence 
Hubert. 

Fear  of  Crime,  Westinghouse  National 
Issues  Center,  Arlington,  Virginia, 
Principal  Investigator,  Terry  Baumer. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21252  Filed  7-16-80: 8:45  am] 
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NATIONAL  AERONAUTICS  AND 
SPACE  ADMINISTRATION 

[Notice  (80-54)] 

NASA  Advisory  Council  (NAC),  Space 
and  Terrestrial  Applications  Advisory 
Committee  (STAAC);  Cancelled 
Meeting 

The  ad  hoc  Informal  Advisory 
Subcommittee  on  Technology  Transfer 
of  the  NAC-STAAC  has  cancelled  its 
meeting  scheduled  for  July  17  and  18, 
1980.  This  meeting  was  announced  in 
the  Federal  Register  July  2, 1980  (45  FR 
45040).  The  meeting  will  be  rescheduled 
sometime  in  October. 

For  further  information  please  contact 
Ms.  Cathy  Burns,  Technology  Transfer 
Division,  Washington,  DC  at  (202)  755- 
2244. 

July  11, 1980. 

Gerald  D.  Griffin, 

Acting  Associate  Administrator  for  External 
Relations. 

[FR  Doc  80-21289  Filed  7-18-80;  8:45  am] 
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NATIONAL  SCIENCE  FOUNDATION 

Advisory  Committee  for  Earth 
Sciences  Geology  Subcommittee; 
Meeting 

In  accordance  with  the  Federal 
Advisory  Committee  Act,  as  amended. 
Pub.  L.  92-463,  the  National  Science 
Foundation  announces  the  following 
meeting. 

Name:  Advisory  Committee  for  Earth 
Sciences  (Geology  Subcommittee). 
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Date  and  Time:  August  14-15, 1980;  9:00  a.m. 
to  5:00  p.m.  each  day. 

Place:  Colorado  School  of  Mines,  Golden, 
Colorado  80401. 

Type  of  Meeting:  Closed. 

Contact  Person:  Dr.  Robin  Brett,  Division 
Director,  Earth  Sciences,  Room  602, 
National  Science  Foundation,  Washington, 
D.C.  20550,  Telephone  (202)  357-7958. 

Purpose  of  Committee:  To  provide  advice  and 
recommendations  concerning  support  for 
research  in  Earth  Sciences. 

Agenda:  To  review  and  evaluate  research 
proposals  and  projects  as  part  of  the 
selection  process  for  awards. 

Reason  for  Closing:  The  proposals  being 
reviewed  include  information  of  a 
proprietary  or  confidential  nature, 
including  technical  information;  financial 
data,  such  as  salaries;  and  personal 
information  concerning  individuals 
associated  with  the  proposals.  These 
matters  are  within  exemptions  (4)  and  (6) 
of  5  U.S.C.  522b(c),  Government  in  the 
Sunshine  Act. 

Authority:  This  determination  was  made  by 
the  Committee  Management  Officer 
pursuant  to  provisions  of  Section  10(d)  of 
Pub.  L  92-463.  The  Committee 
Management  Officer  was  delegated  the 
authority  to  make  such  determinations  by 
the  Director,  NSF,  on  July  6, 1979. 

M.  Rebecca  Winkler, 

Committee  Management  Coordinator. 

July  14. 1980. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21307  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am] 
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Subcommittee  for  Technology 
Assessment  and  Risk  Analysis, 

Division  of  Policy  Research  and 
Analysis,  Directorate  for  Scientific, 
Technological,  and  international 
Affairs;  Meeting 

In  accordance  with  the  Federal 
Advisory  Committee  Act,  Pub.  L.  92-463, 
as  amended,  the  National  Science 
Foundation  announces  the  following 
meeting: 

Name:  Subcommittee  for  Technology 
Assessment  and  Risk  Analysis,  Adv. 
Committee  for  Policy  Research  and 
Analysis  and  Science  Resources  Studies. 
Date  and  Time:  August  4, 1980 — 9:00  a.m.  to 
5:00  p.m. 

Place:  National  Science  Foundation,  1800  G 
Street,  N.W.,  Room  1224,  Washington,  D.C. 
20550. 

Type  of  Meeting:  Open. 

Contact  Person:  Ms.  Sharon  Dyer,  Division  of 
Science  Resources  Studies,  Directorate  for 
Scientific,  Technological,  and  International 
Affairs,  Room  L-611,  National  Science 
Foundation,  Washington,  DC  20550. 
Telephone  (202)  634-4787.  Anyone  who 
plans  to  attend  should  contact  Ms.  Dyer  by 
July  30, 1980. 

Summary  Minutes:  May  be  obtained  from  the 
contact  person,  Ms.  Dyer,  at  the  above 
address. 

Purpose  of  Committee:  To  provide  advice, 
recommendations,  and  oversight 


concerning  program  emphases  and 
directions  of  the  Technology  Assessment 
and  Risk  Analysis  Group,  PRA/STIA. 

Agenda: 

Monday,  August  4, 1980 
9:00-10:00  a.m. — Evolution  of  Technology 
Assessment  and  Risk  Analysis 
10:00-11:00  a.m. — Risk  Analysis  Research 
Topics  and  Priorities 
11:00-12:00  noon — Future  Plans  for 
Technology  Assessment 
1:00-5:00  p.m. — Discussion 

M.  Rebecca  Winkler, 

Committee  Management  Coordinator. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21306  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am] 
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NATIONAL  TRANSPORTATION 
SAFETY  BOARD 

[N-AR  80-29] 

Reports,  Safety  Recommendations 
and  Responses;  Availability 

Annual  Review  of  Aircraft  Accident 
Data 

U.S.  General  Aviation,  Calendar  Year 
1978  (NTSB-ARG-80-1). — The  National 
Transportation  Safety  Board  on  July  8, 
issued  its  annual  statistical  summary  of 
aircraft  accidents  which  occurred  in  U.S. 
general  aviation  operations.  The  1978 
summary  includes  an  analysis  of 
accident  data  providing  an  overview, 
types  of  accidents,  accident  causal 
factors,  kind  of  flying,  and  conclusions; 
a  statistical  compilation  of  accident 
information  presented  in  the  form  of 
accident  and  rate  tables,  analytic  tables, 
injury  tables  and  cause/factor  tables. 
These  statistical  data  are  divided  into 
sections  pertaining  to  all  operations, 
small  fixed-wing  aircraft,  large  fixed- 
wing  aircraft,  rotorcraft,  gliders,  and 
collisions  between  aircraft. 

The  Safety  Board  notes  that  in  1978, 
there  were  4,494  total  general  aviation 
accidents,  793  of  which  were  fatal. 
Included  in  the  total  number  of 
accidents  are  63  collisions  between 
aircraft.  In  coding  each  aircraft  involved 
in  collisions,  an  additional  63  records 
resulted,  which  brought  the  total  number 
of  accident  records  to  4,557.  This  figure 
reflects  the  actual  number  of  pilots  and 
aircraft  involved  in  the  accidents. 

Pipeline  Accident  Report  and  Safety 
Recommendations 

Columbia  Gas  of  Virginia,  Inc., 
Natural  Gas  Explosion  and  Fire, 
Stanardsville,  Virginia,  October  24, 1979 
(NTSB-PAR-80-3). — The  Safety  Board 
on  July  7  released  its  formal 
investigation  report  concerning  the 
explosion  and  fire  which  destroyed  the 
Greene  County  Clerk’s  office  building 


and  the  Greene  County  Courthouse, 
gutted  a  connecting  building  that  was 
under  construction,  and  damaged 
nearby  buildings  in  Stanardsville. 
Thirteen  persons  were  injured  and  the 
property  damage  was  extensive. 

The  Safety  Board’s  investigation 
revealed  that  natural  gas  had  leaked 
from  a  break  in  a  1%-inch-diameter, 
coated,  steel  service  line,  which  had 
been  snagged  by  a  backhoe  that  was 
being  used  to  dig  a  footing  for  an 
addition  to  the  county  clerk’s  office 
building.  The  construction  contractor, 
owner  of  the  backhoe,  was  working  for 
Greene  County.  The  backhoe  bucket  hit 
the  service  line  and  pulled  it  about  3 
inches  out  of  the  building  wall.  The 
tension  on  the  pipe  at  the  gas  meter 
caused  the  pipe  to  crack  at  an  elbow 
which  connected  the  gas  meter  to  a 
valve  located  inside  the  wall.  An  excess 
flow  valve  was  not  installed  on  the 
service  line,  and  the  rapid  release  of 
natural  gas  into  the  basement  was  not 
prevented.  An  excess  flow  valve,  the 
Board  notes,  is  a  safety  device  usually 
installed  at  the  intersection  of  the 
service  line  with  the  main  line.  The 
valve  automatically  and  immediately 
will  shut  off  gas  flow  at  the  main  in  the 
event  of  a  service  line  rupture, 
preventing  hazardous  blowing  of  gas 
and  preventing  loss  of  pressure  in  the 
main  until  repairs  are  made  and  service 
line  pressure  restored.  The  Board  also 
notes  that  an  excess  flow  valve  closes 
automatically  when  the  gas  flow  through 
the  valve  reaches  or  exceeds  a 
predetermined  flow  rate.  If  an  excess 
flow  valve  had  been  installed  on  the 
service  line  at  Stanardsville,  the  gas 
flow  would  have  been  shut  off  when  the 
service  line  was  ruptured  and  this 
accident  would  have  been  prevented. 

The  Safety  Board  determined  that  the 
probable  cause  of  this  accident  was  the 
rupturing  of  a  natural  gas  service  line  by 
excavation  equipment,  which  permitted 
the  unrestricted  escape  of  gas  under  15- 
psig  pressure  into  the  basement  of  the 
building  where  it  was  ignited  by  an 
undetermined  source.  Contributing  to 
the  accident  were  the  lack  of  a  “one- 
call’’  notification  system,  the  failure  of 
the  county  authorities  through  the 
architect  to  include  the  location  of  the 
service  line  on  the  construction 
blueprints  and  to  notify  the  gas 
company  of  the  planned  excavation,  and 
the  absence  of  an  installed  excess  flow 
valve  in  the  service  line.  The  gas 
company  and  the  general  contractor, 
who  were  both  aware  of  the 
construction  activities  and  of  the 
existence  of  active  gas  lines  in  the  area, 
also  contributed  to  the  accident  by 
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failing  to  communicate  with  each  other 
to  determine  the  location  of  the  gas  line. 

The  investigation  report  notes  that  the 
Safety  Board  pointed  out  the  value  of 
excess  flow  valves  in  a  1971  special 
study,  “Effects  of  Delay  in  Shutting 
Down  Failed  Pipeline  Systems  and 
Methods  of  Providing  Rapid  Shutdown” 
(NTSB-PSS-71-1).  The  Safety  Board 
also  discussed  this  need  in  its  accident 
report  on  the  rupture  of  a  service  line  in 
Lake  City,  Minn.,  on  October  30, 1972 
(NTSB-PAR-73-1),  and  in  its  accident 
report  on  the  rupture  of  a  service  line  in 
New  York  City  on  April  22, 1974  (NTSB- 
PAR-76-2).  In  both  reports  the  Safety 
Board  noted  that  the  use  of  an  excess 
flow  valve  might  have  shut  off  the  flow 
of  natural  gas  after  the  service  lines 
were  ruptured  and  the  resultant 
explosions  and  loss  of  life  and  property 
might  have  been  averted  or  their 
severity  reduced. 

The  Safety  Board  has  twice 
recommended  that  the  Materials 
Transportation  Bureau  (MTB)  of  the  U.S. 
Department  of  Transportation  develop 
standards  for  the  rapid  shutdown  of 
failed  pipelines  and  study  fail-safe 
devices  to  stop  the  flow  of  natural  gas 
from  ruptured  lines.  As  a  result  of  these 
recommendations,  the  MTB  contracted 
for  a  study  on  the  “Rapid  Shutdown  of 
Failed  Pipeline  Systems  and  Limiting  of 
Pressure  to  prevent  Pipeline  Failure  Due 
to  Over  Pressure.”  The  study,  completed 
in  October  1974,  concluded  that  excess 
flow  valves  would  improve  safety,  that 
they  are  available  and  technically 
feasible,  and  that  they  are  economically 
feasible.  The  MTB  is  still  reviewing  the 
matter  to  determine  what  regulatory 
action  it  may  take. 

During  its  investigation  of  the 
Stanardsville  accident,  the  Safety  Board 
last  March  10  issued  four  “Class  II, 
Priority  Action"  recommendations — two 
to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  Greene 
County:  Pending  establishment  of  a 
“one-call"  system,  adopt  an  ordinance 
to  require  contractors,  utilities,  the 
public,  and  other  excavators  to  make 
notification  of  planned  excavation  to 
gas  companies  whose  facilities  might  be 
affected  by  such  work  (P-80-8);  and 
cooperate  with  the  utility  companies 
serving  the  State  of  Virginia  to  expand 
the  Central  Virginia  “one-call” 
excavation  notification  system  to 
include  Greene  County  (P-80-9).  The 
two  other  recommendations  were 
directed  to  Columbia  Gas:  Change  i^s 
operating  maintenance  plan  to  include 
specific  procedures  to  cover  the  part  of 
the  service  lines  identified  under 
company  policy  as  “customer’s  service 
lines”  in  the  same  manner  as  company- 
owned  service  lines  (P-80-10);  and,  in 


conjunction  with  other  operators  of 
underground  facilities  in  its  service  area, 
extend  the  established  “one-call” 
notification  system  to  Greene  County 
and  other  areas  of  Central  Virginia  not 
now  covered  in  the  system  (P-80-11). 

As  a  result  of  its  complete 
investigation  of  this  accident,  the  safety 
Board  on  June  23  recommended  that — 

American  Gas  Association: 

Advise  its  member  companies  of  the 
importance  of  including  in  their  operating  and 
maintenance  plans  specific  procedures,  die 
same  as  for  company-owned  service  lines,  for 
the  part  of  a  service  line  identified  under 
various  companies’  policies  as  “customer’s 
service  lines”  or  "yard  lines.”  (P-80-50) 
Encourage  its  member  companies  to  install 
excess  flow  safety  valves  on  all  newly 
installed  or  renewed  high-pressure  natural 
gas  service  lines  in  order  to  minimize  a 
hazardous  release  of  natural  gas  after  a 
rupture.  (P-80-51) 

Urge  its  member  companies  to  participate 
in  and  encourage  improvement  in  any  “one- 
call”  system  in  areas  where  their  pipelines 
operate,  and  help  organize  and  expand 
systems  where  they  do  not  exist.  (P-80-52) 
Advise  its  member  companies  to  require  in 
their  emergency  procedures  the  training  and 
equipping  of  local  emergency  response 
agencies  for  the  control  of  gas  distribution 
pipeline  failures  in  systems  where  qualified 
gas  company  employees  cannot  respond 
rapidly.  (P-80-53) 

Materials  Transportation  Bureau  of  the  U.S. 
Department  of  Transportation: 

Expedite  final  action  on  rulemaking,  docket 
No.  PS-59,  concerning  damage-prevention 
programs.  (P-80-54) 

Expedite  rulemaking  to  require  the 
installation  of  excess  flow  valves  on  all 
newly  installed  or  renewed  high-pressure  gas 
distribution  system  services  lines.  (P-80-55) 

Columbia  Gas  of  Virginia,  Inc.: 

Update  its  card  records  and  maps  for  the 
gas  distribution  system  in  the  Stanardsville, 
Virginia,  area  to  coincide  with  the  actual 
locations  of  the  area’s  gas  facilities.  (P-80-56) 
Review  its  card  records  and  maps  to 
determine  whether  the  inaccuracies  found  in 
its  Stanardsville,  Virginia,  records  exist  in 
other  areas,  and  if  appropriate,  expedite 
action  to  update  the  records.  (P-80-57) 
Require  in  its  emergency  procedures  the 
training  and  equipping  of  local  emergency 
response  agencies  for  the  control  of  gas 
distribution  pipeline  failures  in  areas  where 
qualified  gas  company  employees  cannot 
respond  rapidly.  (P-80-58) 

Each  of  the  above  pipeline  safety 
recommendations  has  been  designated 
"Class  II,  Priority  Action.” 

Responses  to  Safety  Recommendations 

Aviation 

A-76-50,  front  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  June  25, 1980. — 
Response  supplements  FAA’s  previous 
responses  of  June  22, 1976  (41  FR  27136, 
July  1. 1976)  and  May  16, 1978  (43  FR 


25889,  June  15, 1978)  concerning  a 
recommendation  issued  May  6, 1976  (41 
FR  19791,  May  13, 1976)  as  a  result  of  the 
Safety  Board’s  special  study,  “U.S. 
General  Aviation  Takeoff  Accidents: 

The  Role  of  Preflight  Preparation.”  The 
recommendation  Asked  FAA  to  revise 
Advisory  Circular  6121,  Flight  Training 
Handbook,  to  provide  a  comprehensive 
description  of  the  information  which 
would  be  included  under  the  subtopic 
“Preflight  Operations." 

FAA’s  June  25  letter,  enclosing  a  copy 
of  Advisory  Circular  AC  61-21A,  notes 
that  the  document  is  a  complete  revision 
of  AC  61-21  and  was  recently  published 
by  FAA’s  Office  of  Flight  Operations 
and  that  the  vast  majority  of  Chapter  5, 
pages  47  through  57,  addresses  preflight 
operations  in  considerable  depth.  FAA 
also  notes  that  recommendation  A-75- 
50  was  one  of  six  generated  by  the 
Safety  Board’s  1975  shidy  and  that 
recommendations  A-75-45  through-49 
were  previously  closed  during  1977  and 
1978. 

FAA  also  notes  that  recommendation 
A-76-99  issued  July  28, 1976,  states: 
“Revise  Advisory  Circular  AC  61-4C, 
AC  61-9B,  and  AC  61-21  to  include  a 
discussion  of  safe  procedures  for  the 
demonstration  of  Vmca  and  note  the  Vw 
limitation.”  FAA  states  that  publication 
of  AC  61-21A  satisfies  this 
recommendation,  in  part,  and  a  detailed 
discussion  of  aircraft  performance  is 
included  in  Chapters  3, 11, 16,  and  17. 
Since  revision  of  the  remaining  AC’s  is 
not  yet  completed,  recommendation  A- 
76-99  will  be  addressed  separately  at  a 
later  date. 

A-78-37  through-39,  from  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  June  25, 

1980. — Supplements  FAA’s  responses  of 
July  6, 1978  (43  FR  34222,  August  3, 1978) 
and  July  23, 1979  (44  FR  45497,  August  2, 
1979).  Recommendation  A-78-37,  issued 
following  investigation  of  the  crash  of 
an  Alaska  Aeronautical  Industries 
DHC-6-200  into  Mount  Iliamna,  Alaska, 
September  6, 1977,  asked  FAA  to  revise 
the  surveillance  requirements  of 
commuter  airlines  by  FAA  inspectors  to 
provide  more  stringent  monitoring. 

FAA’s  June  25  letter  notes  that  on 
April  25, 1979,  FAA  issued  Notice 
N8000.176,  Increased  Surveillance  for 
Operators  under  New  Part  135.  FAA 
notes  that  this  document  put  in  place 
comprehensive  steps  calling  for 
increased  surveillance  and  other  steps 
for  operations  under  new  Part  135.  Spot 
inspections  of  all  Part  135  operators  are 
included  in  the  program  and  the 
objectives  are  to  reduce  commuter 
accidents  and  increase  operator 
awareness  of  the  stringent  new 
requirements  of  Part  135.  On  May  30, 
1980,  FAA  issued  Notice  N8000.198, 
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which  extends  the  provisions  of  Notice 
N8000.176  until  December  1, 1980.  This 
new  notice  provides  for  increased 
surveillance  for  at  least  1  year  of 
operations  under  revised  Part  135;  a 
copy  of  the  notice  is  provided. 

In  response  to  recommendation  A-78- 
38,  which  asked  FAA  to  identify  its 
offices  responsible  for  the  surveillance 
of  large  numbers  of  air  tax/commuter 
operators  and  ensure  that  an  adequate 
number  of  inspectors  are  assigned  to 
monitor  properly  each  operator,  FAA 
reports  that  it  has  surveyed  the  regions 
as  to  their  requirements  for  additional 
staffing  to  ensure  the  adequacy  of  the 
air  taxi/commuter  program.  FAA  is  now 
providing  50  additional  positions  to  the 
field  offices  in  FY  1980  to  support  these 
safety  programs,  and  intends  to  provide 
an  additional  105  positions  in  FY  1981  if 
FAA’s  budget  request  for  127  regulatory 
positions  is  approved.  The  air  taxi 
recertification  program  under  revised 
Part  135  was  completed  on  December  1, 
1979.  FAA’s  work  force  is  now  involved 
in  normal  program  activities  and  the 
increased  emphasis  program  on 
commuter  air  carriers. 

Recommendation  A-78-39  asked  FAA 
to  review  the  flight  operations  and 
training  manuals  of  all  commuter 
airlines  to  ensure  that  the  requirements 
of  14  CFR  Part  135  are  met  and 
practiced.  FAA  reports  that  all  flight 
operations  and  training  manuals  were 
reviewed  during  the  air  taxi 
recertification  which  was  completed 
December  1, 1979. 

Railroad 

R-74-9,  from  the  Federal  Railroad 
Administration,  June  12, 1980. — 
Response  is  to  Safety  Board  letter  of 
May  12  reiterating  a  recommendation 
developed  as  a  result  of  investigation  of 
the  rear-end  collision  of  two  Southern 
Pacific  Transportation  Company  freight 
trains  at  Indio,  Calif.,  June  25, 1973.  (See 
45  FR  34477,  May  22, 1980.)  The 
recommendation  asked  FRA  to  include 
in  its  proposed  Standards  for  Rules 
Governing  the  Operation  of  Trains, 
regulations  that  will  in  effect  prohibit 
the  use  of  narcotics  and  intoxicants  by 
employees  for  a  specified  period  prior  to 
their  reporting  for  duty  and  while  they 
are  on  duty. 

In  response,  FRA  reaffirms  its  belief 
that  the  promotion  and  improvement  of 
an  alternative,  in  the  form  of  union- 
supported  self-help  assistance  programs, 
is  more  acceptable  and  effective  means 
of  making  further  inroads  on  the 
problem  of  employee  use  of  alcohol  and 
drugs.  Following  this  course  of  action, 
FRA  is  continuing  its  work  with  railroad 
labor  and  management  to  develop 
methods  of  dealing  with  this  problem  on 


a  voluntary  basis.  FRA  reports  that 
efforts  to  date  have  been  extremely 
successful,  with  practically  all  Class  I 
railroads  having  established  alcohol 
abuse  programs  designed  to  lessen 
alcohol-related  accidents,  rehabilitate 
employees,  and  improve  work 
productivity.  Approximately  85  percent 
of  all  rail  workers  are  covered  by  such 
programs. 

In  cooperation  with  rail  labor  and 
management,  FRA  has  recently 
completed  an  in-depth  examination  of 
the  alcohol  abuse  problem  in  the 
railroad  industry.  The  report 
“Prevalence,  Costs,  and  Handling  of 
Drinking  Problems  on  Seven  Railroads” 
presents  the  results  of  the  Railroad 
Employee  Assistance  Project  (REAP). 
Included  are  recommended 
countermeasures  to  this  problem.  These 
measures  are  outlined  in  the  handbook 
“Problem  Drinking  Among  Railroad 
Workers:  Extent,  Impact,  and 
Solutions.”  FRA  notes  that  labor  and 
management  are  currently  reviewing 
and  in  many  cases  implementing  the 
recommendations  of  this  report,  and 
followup  activities  have  been  scheduled 
to  enhance  industry’s  capability  to 
address  this  problem  on  a  voluntary 
basis. 

FRA  notes  that  railroad  workers  are 
currently  governed  by  Rule  G,  which 
prohibits  (1)  use  of  intoxicants  or 
narcotics  by  employees  on  duty,  subject 
to  duty,  or  on  company  property;  (2) 
possession  of  intoxicants  or  narcotics 
while  on  duty  or  on  company  property; 
(3)  being  intoxicated  while  on  duty  or  on 
company  property.  FRA  states  that  the 
REAP  study  showed  that  current  rules 
are  effective  in  determining  alcohol 
abuse  among  railroad  employees.  The 
report  recommended  that  railroad 
companies  should  adopt  and  implement 
explicit  policies  regarding  application  of 
drinking  rules.  These  policies  should  be 
disciplinary  rather  then  simply  punitive 
in  practice  and  should  be  aimed  at 
promoting  measured  reporting  and 
control  of  rule  violations.  FRA  believes 
that  enforcement  of  Rule  G  by  the 
railroads,  in  conjunction  with  a  sound 
labor  and  management  supported 
employee  assistance  program  is  a  highly 
effective  approach  for  dealing  with 
alcohol  and  drug  problems  within  the 
railroad  industry. 

R-79-53,  from  American  Public 
Transit  Association  (APT A),  May  13, 
1980. — Response  is  to  Safety  Board 
comments  of  March  21  on  APTA’s 
previous  response  of  last  October  30  (44 
FR  65830,  November  15, 1979).  The 
recommendation  resulted  from 
investigation  of  the  fire  which  occurred 
January  17, 1979,  on  two  cars  of  a  seven- 


car  train  while  the  train  was  moving 
through  the  tunnel  between  Oakland 
and  San  Francisco,  Calif.  The 
recommendation  asked  that  APTA 
review  and  revise  as  necessary  vehicle 
inspection  procedures  and  emergency 
evacuation  guidelines  for  its  members  to 
correct  deficiencies  noted  in  the  subject 
investigation. 

The  Safety  Board’s  letter  of  March  21 
acknowledged  the  fine  efforts  of  APTA 
in  developing  the  safety  guidelines  for 
rail  transit  entitled  Moving  People 
Safely.  The  Board  notes  that  after  the 
tunnel  fire,  and  the  subsequent  Safety 
Board  recommendations,  particularly  R- 
79-12,  the  Bay  Area  Rapid  Transit 
District  (BART)  revised  its  vehicle 
inspection  procedures  to  follow  the 
guidelines  in  Shch  sections  as  3.101(f) 
and  3.14.  However,  the  Board  notes,  the 
BART  revisions  were  primarily  due  to 
their  accident  and  fire  of  January  17, 
1979,  and  the  subsequent  Board 
recommendations;  they  were  not 
previously  developed  by  BART  as  a 
meaningful  interpretation  of  the  APTA 
guidelines.  While  APTA  can  only 
suggest  safety-related  areas,  the  Safety 
Board  is  concerned  that  the  guidelines 
as  written  may  not  be  making  the 
desired  effect  upon  the  transit  industry. 
The  Board  also  believes  that  since 
APTA  is  the  organization  through  which 
the  transit  industry  collectively 
communicates  areas  of  mutual  interest, 
it  should  point  out  to  its  members  the 
problems  and  deficiencies  encountered 
in  the  BART  fire.  The  particular 
problems  associated  with  smoke  in 
subways,  such  as  the  inability  to  see 
and  breathe,  the  toxicity  given  off  by 
certain  materials  now  used  by  the 
industry,  the  need  for  breathing 
equipment,  the  need  of  special  smoke 
and  fire  training  for  employees,  injury  to 
the  train  operator  and  difficulties  in 
evacuating  passengers  in  a  smoke 
environment  are  not  addressed  in  the 
present  guidelines,  and  should  be. 

The  Board  notes  that  present 
emergency  guidelines  listed  in  Moving 
People  Safely:  sections  6.9,  Accidents 
and  Emergencies;  7.7,  Car  Equipment 
Failure;  and  7.12,  Fire  on  Trains,  are 
minimal.  The  guidelines  imply  that  the 
train  operator  can  be  contacted  at  all 
times,  that  the  operator  will  be  able  to 
correct  an  equipment  failure,  or  be  able 
to  move  the  passengers  to  other  cars. 
The  guidelines  then  imply  that  as  a  last 
resort  the  operator  will  still  be  able  to 
detrain  the  passengers  if  all  the  first 
actions  fail.  The  Board  notes  that  its 
report  on  the  fire  on  BART,  however, 
points  out  the  inability  to  take  an 
alternative  course  of  action  when  the 
first  action  fails  and  an  inability  to  stijl 
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detrain  the  passengers  as  a  last  resort. 
The  Board  feels  that  the  inability  of  the 
BART  train  operator  to  uncouple  the 
lead  portion  of  the  train  from  the 
burning  cars,  the  quickness  in  which  the 
smoke  and  fire  spread,  and  the  inability 
to  later  evacuate  the  minimal  number  of 
passengers  are  problems  which  should 
be  addressed  and  this  requires  revision 
of  the  emergency  guidelines.  The 
Board's  March  21  letter  further  suggests 
that  the  13  recommendations  the  Board 
made  to  BART,  Nos.  R-79-12,  R-79-13, 
and  R-79-42  through  R-79-52,  should 
also  be  considered  in  a  review  and 
revision  of  the  APTA  guidelines. 

The  Safety  Board  asked  APTA  to 
reconsider  its  response  of  last  October 
30  to  recommendation  R-79-53.  The 
Board  also  asked  to  be  apprised  of  any 
corrective  actions  voluntarily  taken  by 
APTA  members  because  of  their  hearing 
of  the  problems  encountered  by  BART 
during  the  January  17, 1979,  fire. 

In  its  detailed  May  1  response,  APTA 
expresses  regret  in  having  interpreted 
recommendation  R-79-53  as  specifically 
dealing  with  the  APTA  document. 
Moving  People  Safely.  In  addition  to 
this  document,  APTA  notes  that  work  is 
under  way  to  develop  an  Emergency 
Procedures  Document  and  several 
transit  design  and  improvement 
guideline  manuals.  These  items  will' 
address  the  problems  encountered  in  the 
BART  and  other  transit  authority 
accidents  and  emergency  evacuations. 
APTA  will  also  provide  the  Safety 
Board  with  a  list  of  voluntary  corrective 
actions  taken  by  its  transit  members 
because  of  the  problems  disclosed  by 
the  investigation  of  the  BART  accident. 

APTA  reports  that  it  is  working  with 
the  Urban  Mass  Transportation 
Administration  to  develop  a  Content 
Guidelines  for  Rail  System  Safety 
Program  Plans  and  a  Safety  Information 
Reporting  and  Analysis  System.  These 
plans  will  be  used  by  the  transit 
industry  to  revise  and  update  their 
individual  system  safety  programs. 
APTA  is  also  conducting  a  Rapid 
Transit  Conference,  June  16-19, 1980,  in 
San  Francisco,  which  includes  many 
workshops  related  to  passenger  safety. 

R-80-22,  from  the  Illinois  Central  Gulf 
Railroad  Co.  (ICC),  June  17,  I960. — 
Response  is  to  a  recommendation  issued 
May  23  following  investigation  of  an 
accident  which  occurred  at  a  GAF 
Industries  plant  at  Mobile,  Ala.,  last 
October  3  when  an  ICG  railroad 
switchman,  performing  switching  duties, 
was  killed  and  the  yard  foreman  was 
injured  seriously.  The  recommendation 
asked  ICG  to  establish  and  implement 
procedures,  covered  by  appropriate 
operating  rules,  which  will  prevent  the 
use  of  a  mixture  of  hand  and  radio 


signals  in  train  movements  and  will 
insure  that  all  crewmembers  involved 
understand  when  the  signal  mode  is 
changed.  (See  45  FR  37919,  June  5, 1980.) 

ICG  in  response  states  that  its 
operating  rules  12, 12(i)  and  883  are 
applicable  in  respect  to  the  accident 
covered  by  the  recommendation  and 
that  compliance  with  these  rules  would 
have  prevented  the  unfortunate  event 
The  applicable  rules  are: 

Rule  12.  HAND,  FLAG  AND  LANTERN 
SIGNALS 

Manner  of  Using 

(a)  Swung  at  right  angle  to  track ... 

(b)  Horizontal  movement  held  at 
arm's  length  at  right  angle  to 
track. 

(c)  Raised  and  lowered  vertically... 

(d)  Swung  vertically  in  circle  at 
arm's  length  at  right  angle  to 
track. 

(T)  Swung  horizontally  above  head 
at  right  angle  to  track,  when 
standing. 

(g)  Heed  at  aim’s  length  above 
head,  when  standing. 

(h)  Any  object  waved  violently  by 
anyone  on  or  near  track. 

Rule  12(i).  Hand,  flag  and  lantern  signals 

E rescribed  in  Rules  12(a)  through  12(g)  must 
e  used  for  the  purposes  described. 

Other  hand,  flag  or  lantern  signals  may  be 
used  for  other  purposes  providing  such 
signals  are  understood  by  all  members  of  the 
crew.  Employees  in  train,  engine  and  yard 
service  and  others  concerned  must  keep  a 
constant  lookout  for  them.  Employees  giving 
signals  must  locate  themselves  so  as  to  be 
plainly  seen  and  give  them  so  as  to  be  clearly 
understood.  The  utmost  care  must  be 
exercised  to  avoid  taking  signals  that  may  be 
intended  for  other  trains  or  engines. 

When  backing  or  shoving  engine  or  cars, 
the  disappearance  from  view  of  employe 
giving  signals  or  light  by  which  signals  are 
given  must  be  construed  as  a  stop  signal 
except  when  employee  on  leading  car  has 
control  of  air  brakes,  or  movement  is  being 
controlled  by  radio  communication,  or  way  is 
known  to  be  clear. 

Rear  view  mirror  must  not  be  used  for 
observing  hand  signals. 

Rule  883.  When  radio  communication  is 
used  in  connection  with  switching,  backing  or 
pushing  a  train,  engine,  or  cars,  complete 
instructions  must  be  given  or  continuous 
radio  contact  must  be  maintained.  When 
backing  or  pushing  a  train,  engine,  or  cars, 
the  distance  of  the  movement  must  be 
specified,  and  movement  must  stop  in  one- 
half  the  specified  distance  unless  additional 
instructions  are  received.  If  the  instructions 
are  not  understood  or  continuous  radio 
contact  is  not  maintained,  movement  must 
stop  immediately  and  not  be  resumed  until 
the  misunderstanding  has  been  resolved, 
radio  contact  has  been  restored,  or 
communication  by  other  means  has  been 
established. 

An  engine  must  not  be  moved  in  response 
to  radio  communication  until  positive 
identification  is  established  as  provided  in 
Rule  877. 

ICG  states,  “It  is  our  firm  belief  that 
any  additional  Operating  Rules,  as 
recommended,  would  not  add  anything 


Indication 

Stop. 

Reduce  speed. 


Proceed. 

Back. 


Apply  air  brakes. 


Release  air  brakes. 
Stop. 


to  what  is  required  by  the  above  quoted 
rules  and  would  only  lend  to  confusion.” 

Note. — Single  copies  of  Safety  Board 
reports  are  available  without  charge,  as  long 
as  limited  supplies  last.  Copies  of  Board 
recommendation  letters,  and  responses  or 
related  correspondence,  are  also  provided 
free  of  charge.  All  requests  for  copies  must  be 
in  writing,  identified  by  recommendation  or 
report  number.  Address  requests  to:  Public 
Inquiries  Section,  National  Transportation 
Safety  Board,  Washington,  D.C.  20594. 

Multiple  copies  of  Safety  Board  reports 
may  be  purchased  from  the  National 
Technical  Information  Service,  U.S. 
Department  of  Commerce,  Springfield,  Va. 
22181. 

(49  U.S.C.  1903(a)(2),  1906) 

Margaret  L  Fisher, 

Federal  Register  Liaison  Officer. 

July  11, 1980. 

(FR  Doc.  80-21279  Hied  7-16-80: 8:45  an) 

BILLING  CODE  4910-58-M 


NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

Advisory  Committee  on  Reactor 
Safeguards,  Subcommittee  on  Reactor 
Operations;  Meeting 

The  ACRS  Subcommittee  on  Reactor 
Operations  will  hold  a  meeting  on 
Monday,  August  4, 1980  in  Room  1046, 
1717  H  St.,  NW,  Washington,  D.C. 

Notice  of  this  meeting  was  published 
June  20, 1980. 

In  accordance  with  the  procedures 
outlined  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
October  1, 1979  (44  FR  56408),  oral  or 
written  statements  may  be  presented  by 
members  of  the  public,  recordings  will 
be  permitted  only  during  those  portions 
of  the  meeting  when  a  transcript  is  being 
kept,  and  questions  may  be  asked  only 
by  members  of  the  Subcommittee,  its 
consultants,  and  Staff.  Persons  desiring 
to  make  oral  statements  should  notify 
the  Designated  Federal  Employee  as  far 
in  advance  as  practicable  so  that 
appropriate  arrangements  can  be  made 
to  allow  the  necessary  time  during  the 
meeting  for  such  statements. 

The  entire  meeting  will  be  open  to 
public  attendance  except  for  those 
sessions  during  which  the  Subcommittee 
finds  it  necessary  to  discuss  proprietary 
information.  One  or  more  closed 
sessions  may  be  necessary  to  discuss 
such  information.  (Sunshine  Act 
Exemption  4.)  To  the  extent  practicable, 
these  closed  sessions  will  be  held  so  as 
to  minimize  inconvenience  to  members 
of  the  public  in  attendance. 

The  agenda  for  subject  meeting  shall 
be  as  follows: 

Monday,  August  4, 1980 

8:30  am.  until  the  Conclusion  of  Business 


Efijilil 
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During  the  initial  portion  of  the 
meeting,  the  Subcommittee,  along  with 
any  of  its  consultants  who  may  be 
present,  will  exchange  preliminary 
views  regarding  matters  to  be 
considered  during  the  balance  of  the 
meeting. 

The  Subcommittee  will  then  hear 
presentations  by  and  hold  discussions 
with  representatives  of  the  NRC  Staff, 
the  Omaha  Public  Power  District,  their 
consultants,  and  other  interested 
persons  regarding  the  Omaha  Public 
Power  District  request  for  a  STRETCH 
power  increase  for  the  Ft  Calhoun 
Nuclear  Station,  Unit  No.  1,  from  1,420 
MWt  to  1,500  MWt.  As  time  permits,  the 
Subcommittee  may  also  review  various 
ACRS  generic  items  it  has  been  assigned 
to  monitor. 

Further  information  regarding  items  to 
be  discussed,  whether  the  meeting  has 
been  cancelled  or  rescheduled,  the 
Chairman’s  ruling  on  requests  for  the 
opportunity  to  present  oral  statements 
and  the  time  allotted  therefor  can  be 
obtained  by  a  prepaid  telephone  call  to 
the  cognizant  Designated  Federal 
Employee,  Mr.  Richard  K.  Major 
(telephone  202/634-1414)  between  8:15 
a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  EDT. 

I  have  determined,  in  accordance  with 
Subsection  10(d)  of  the  Federal 
Advisory  Committee  Act,  that  it  may  be 
necessary  to  close  some  portions  of  this 
meeting  to  protect  proprietary 
information.  The  authority  for  such 
closure  is  Exemption  (4)  to  the  Sunshine 
Act,  5  U.S.C.  552b(c)(4). 

Dated:  July  14, 1980. 

John  C.  Hoyle, 

Advisory  Committee  Management  Officer. 

[FR  Doe.  80-21308  Filed  7-16-80, 8:48  am) 

BtUJNO  CODE  7S90-01-M 


[Byproduct  Material  License  No.  37-14600- 
01] 

Applied  Health  Physics,  Inc.;  Order 
Requiring  Prompt  Repackaging  of 
Waste  Byproduct  Material  and  Prompt 
Transfer  To  Authorized  Land  Burial 
Facility 

I 

Applied  Health  Physics,  Inc.,  2986 
Industrial  Boulevard,  Bethel  Park, 
Pennsylvania  15102  (the  “licensee”)  is 
the  holder  of  Byproduct  Material 
License  No.  37-14600-01  issued  by  the 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission  (the 
"Commission”).  The  license  authorizes 
the  company  to  receive  and  possess 
packages  containing  waste  byproduct 
material  for  the  purpose  of  transferring 
the  packages  to  authorized  land  burial 
facilities.  The  license  was  issued  on 


September  4, 1975,  and  is  due  to  expire 
on  August  31, 1980. 

n 

Condition  6  of  the  license  states:  “Any 
package  containing  waste  byproduct 
material  shall  be  transferred  to  an 
authorized  land  burial  facility  not  more 
than  three  (3)  months  following  receipt 
of  the  package.” 

On  June  9, 1979,  a  shipment  of 
approximately  sixty  (60)  55  gallon  drums 
containing  waste  byproduct  material 
was  returned  to  the  licensee  by  Chem- 
Nuclear,  Barnwell,  South  Carolina,  due 
to  improperly  packaged  liquids.  These 
drums  had  been  in  storage  at  the 
licensee’s  facility  since  October  1978. 
Inspections  by  the  Commission’s  Reigon 
I  Office  conducted  on  June  20, 1979,  and 
November  27, 1979,  revealed  this  waste 
and  waste  collected  subsequent  to  June 

1979,  was  still  in  storage  at  the 
licensee’s  facility  in  violation  of 
Condition  6  of  the  license.  On  December 
4, 1979,  the  licensee  agreed  to  seek  a 
license  amendment  to  repackage  all 
waste  on  hand,  so  it  would  comply  with 
authorized  land  burial  facility 
requirements.  The  licensee  further 
agreed  to  promptly  carry  out  the 
repackaging  following  such  an 
amendment  The  license  was 
appropriately  amended  on  January  2, 

1980.  An  inspection  on  February  8-10, 
1980,  indicated  the  licensee  was  not 
prepared  to  implement  the  procedures 
required  by  the  license  amendment 
authorizing  the  repackaging.  The 
licensee  agreed  to  cease  repackaging 
until  he  could  comply.  On  April  1, 1980, 
in  a  meeting  at  the  Commission’s  Region 
I  Office,  the  licensee  agreed  to  properly 
implement  procedures  for  repackaging 
the  waste  and  tranfer  all  waste  to  an 
authorized  land  burial  facility  lay  July  1, 
1980. 

Ill 

On  June  26, 1980  the  licensee  informed 
the  Commission’s  Region  I  Office  that  he 
would  be  unable  to  repackage  and 
transfer  all  waste  to  an  authorized  land 
burial  facility  by  July  1, 1980.  An 
inspection  on  June  27, 1980,  revealed 
that  the  repackaging  of  the  waste 
byproduct  material  was  being  conducted 
in  compliance  with  the  Commission’s 
regulations  and  license  conditions.  The 
inspection  revealed  that  the  licensee 
would  be  unable  to  complete  the 
repackaging  by  July  1, 1980,  due  to  a 
lack  of  required  material  (30  gallon 
drums)  and  the  fact  that  the  repackaging 
operation  had  not  been  started  until 
June  23, 1960. 


IV 

The  license  prohibits  the  storage  of 
waste  byproduct  material  at  the 
licensee’s  facility  for  more  than  three  (3) 
months  because  the  packaged  waste  in 
storage  is  unsheltered  from  the  weather. 
Observations  during  various  inspections 
have  observed  that  the  packages  in 
storage  since  October  1978,  are 
deteriorating.  The  June  27, 1980 
inspection  revealed  that  during  die 
repackaging  operation  the  licensee  has 
found  that  most  of  the  packages  opened 
do  not  meet  current  burial  site  criteria. 
The  continued  storage  of  this  waste 
byproduct  material  at  the  licensee’s 
facility  presents  an  unreasonable  hazard 
to  the  health  and  safety  of  the  public 
due  to  potential  exposures  to 
radioactive  material  resulting  from  loss 
of  confinement  in  *'ie  deteriorating 
packages.  In  view  of  this  and  in  the 
interest  of  the  public  health  and  safety, 
it  has  been  determined  that  no  prior 
notice  as  provided  in  10  CFR  2.201  and 
10  CFR  30.61  is  required  and  that 
pursuant  to  10  CFR  2.202(f)  this  Order  is 
effective  immediately. 

V 

In  view  of  the  foregoing  and  pursuant 
to  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as 
amended,  and  the  regulations  in  10  CFR 
Parts  2, 20,  and  30,  it  is  hereby  ordered 
that: 

1.  The  licensee  examine  and,  where 
necessary,  repackage  all  waste 
byproduct  material  in  his  possession, 
observing  all  Commission  rules, 
regulations  and  license  conditions,  so 
that  the  waste  complies  with  authorized 
burial  site  requirements. 

2.  Following  examination  and 
appropriate  repackaging,  the  licensee 
transfer  all  waste  byproduct  material 
presently  in  his  possession  to  a  land 
burial  facility  authorized  to  receive  the 
material,  not  later  than  July  18, 1980. 

3.  The  licensee  shall  not  receive 
additional  waste  byproduct  material 
tintil  Items  1  and  2  above  have  been 
completed. 

4.  With  respect  to  the  waste 
byproduct  material  currently  in  the 
licensee’s  possession,  Condition  8  of  the 
license  is  modified  by  deleting  the 
second  sentence,  thus  permitting  the 
transfer  of  packaged  waste  byproduct 
material  to  any  authorized  waste  burial 
facility  provided  the  waste  is  packaged 
in  accordance  with  the  requirements  of 
that  facility. 

VI 

The  licensee,  or  any  other  person  who 
has  an  interest  affected  by  this  Order 
may,  within  twenty-five  days  of  the  date 
of  this  Order,  request  a  hearing.  A 
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request  for  a  hearing  shall  be  addressed 
to  the  Secretary  to  the  Commission, 
U.S.N.R.C.,  Washington,  D.C.  20555.  A 
copy  of  the  hearing  request  shall  also  be 
sent  to  the  Executive  Legal  Director 
U.S.N.R.C.,  Washington,  D.C.  20555.  If  a 
hearing  is  requested  by  the  licensee  or 
an  interested  person,  die  Commission 
will  issue  an  Order  designating  the  time 
and  place  of  hearing.  Such  a  request  for 
hearing  shall  not  stay  the  immediate 
effectiveness  of  this  order. 

VII 

In  the  event  the  licensee  files  a  timely 
answer  and  demands  a  hearing  as 
provided  above,  the  issues  to  be 
considered  at  such  a  hearing  shall  be: 

(a)  whether  the  facts  and  the 
conclusions  of  the  Commission  as  set 
forth  above  are  valid:  and 
(b)  whether,  on  the  basis  of  such  facts 
and  conclusions,  this  Order  should  be 
sustained. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland  this  2nd  day 
of  July  1980. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
Victor  Stello,  Jr., 

Director,  Office  of  Inspection  and 
Enforcement. 

[FR  Doc.  00-21314  Filed  7-16-60;  6:45  am| 

BILUNG  CODE  7590-01-M 


[Docket  No.  40-8027] 

Kerr-McGee  Nuclear  Corp.; 
Applications  Concerning  Amendments 
of  Source  Material  License  No.  Sub- 
1010 

agency:  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission,  Division  of  Fuel  Cycle  and 
Material  Safety. 


ACTION:  Notice  of  receipt  of  applications 
for  amendments  of  license. 


summary:  1.  Description  of  Proposed 
Actions — Kerr-McGee  has  applied  for 
two  amendments  of  its  source  material 
license  for  operations  at  its  Sequoyah 
Facility  near  Gore,  Oklahoma.  The 
Sequoyah  Facility  occupies  about  75 
acres  of  a  2,100-acre  rural  site  in 
Sequoyah  County,  Oklahoma,  at  the 
confluence  of  the  Illinois  and  Arkansas 
Rivers.  The  site  abuts  Interstate 
Highway  40  about  40  miles  west  of  Fort 
Smith,  Arkansas,  and  150  miles  east  of 
Oklahoma  City.  The  amendment 
applications  concern:  (1)  Permission  for 
unlimited  use  of  treated  raffinate 
containing  ammonium  nitrate  produced 
at -the  Sequoyah  Facility  as  commercial 
fertilizer,  (2)  permission  to  dispose  of 
raffinate  sludge  in  a  below-grade  pit  to 
be  constructed  on  Kerr-McGee  property 
approximately  one  mile  southeast  of  the 
existing  facility. 

The  applications  were  dated  May  18, 
1980,  and  May  22, 1980,  respectively. 

2.  In  evaluating  these  applications,  the 
NRC  staff  will  consult  with  interested 
State  and  local  agencies,  EPA  Regional 
Office,  and  interested  members  of  the 
public  as  well  as  the  applicant. 

3.  The  NRC  evaluations  of  the 
amendment  applications  will  include 
both  the  environmental  effects  and  the 
safety  effects.  Results  of  the  evaluations 
will  be  available  upon  request  to 
members  of  the  public. 

4.  The  amendment  applications  and 
any  subsequent  documents  will  be 
available  for  inspection  and  copying  at 
the  Public  Document  Room,  1717  H 
Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20555,  as 


well  as  at  the  Sequoyah  Facility’s  Local 
Public  Document  Room  located  at  the 
Sallisaw  City  Library,  111  North  Elm, 
Sallisaw,  Oklahoma  74955. 
address:  Questions  about  the 
amendment  applications  should  be 
directed  to  Mr.  William  A.  Nixon, 

Project  Manager,  U.S.  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission,  Division  of  Fuel 
Cycle  and  Material  Safety,  396-SS, 
Washington,  D.C.  20555.  Phone  (301) 
427-4510. 

Dated  at  Silver  Spring,  Maryland,  this  7th 
day  of  July,  1980. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 

R.  G.  Page, 

Acting  Chief,  Uranium  Fuel  Licensing  Branch, 
Division  of  Fuel  Cycle  and  Material  Safety. 

(FR  Doc.  80-21316  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  an] 

BILLING  CODE  7590-01-M 


Applications  for  License  To  Export 
Nuclear  Facilities  or  Materials 

Pursuant  to  10  CFR  110.70(b)  “Public 
Notice  of  Receipt  of  an  Application”, 
please  take  notice  that  the  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission  has  received  the 
following  applications  for  export 
licenses.  A  copy  of  each  application  is 
on  file  in  the  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission's  Public  Document  Room 
located  at  1717  H  St.,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C. 

Dated  this  day,  July  3, 1980  at  Bethesda, 

Md. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
)oseph  D.  Lafleur,  )r., 

Acting  Director,  Office  of  International 
Programs. 


Name  of  applicant,  date  of  application, 
date  received,  and  application  number 


Material  in  kilograms 

Material  type  - -  End  use 

Total  element  Total  isotope 


Country  of 
destination 


Mitsubishi  Int'l,  June  6. 1980,  June  12, 1980,  XSNMO1690 - 

Mitsubishi  Int’l,  June  6. 1980,  June  12.  I960,  XSNM01691 - 

Mitsui  &  Co.,  June  9,  1980,  June  16.  1980,  XSNM01894 - 

Mitsui  &  Co..  June  12.  1980,  June  16, 1980,  XSNM01695 - 

Mitsubishi  Int’l.  June  20. 1980,  June  30. 1980,  XSNM01697. — 


3.25%  Enriched  Uranium . 

— 

15,141 

493 

For  routine  reload  for  Ohi  1 

Nuclear  Power  Plant 

Japaa 

2.85%  Enriched  Uranium — 

— 

25,184 

718 

For  routine  reload  for  Mihama  No. 

3. 

Routine  reload  for  Tsuruga — — 

Japaa 

3.1%  Enriched  Uranium . 

3.640 

99 

Japan. 

3.95%  Enriched  Uranium  — 

— 

5.429 

148 

Routine  reload  for  Fukushima  1, 

Unit  3. 

Japan. 

3.45%  Enriched  Uranium. — 

— 

25,173 

869 

Multiple  reloads  for  Genkai 

Nuclear  Power  Plant  No.  2, 

Japaa 

Regions  4  and  5. 


[FR  Doc.  80-21311  FUed  7-18-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  7590-01-M 


[Byproduct  Material  License  No.  29-09814- 
01] 

Eastern  Testing  &  Inspection,  Inc.; 
Order  Modifying  Order  Imposing  Civil 
Monetary  Penalties 

I 

Eastern  Testing  and  Inspection,  Inc., 
9220  Collins  Avenue,  Pennsuken,  New 


Jersey  (“the  licensee”),  is  the  holder  of 
Byproduct  Material  License  No.  29- 
09814-01  (“the  license”)  originally  issued 
by  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 
("the  Commission”),  on  February  2, 1964. 
The  license  authorizes  the  licensee  to 
possess  and  use  byproduct  material  to 
perform  industrial  radiography  in 
accordance  with  the  conditions 


specified  therein,  and  was  due  to  expire 
on  February  28, 1979,  but  the  license  has 
continued  in  effect  since  that  date 
pending  action  on  an  application  for 
license  renewal  which  was  dated 
January  31, 1979. 

n 

As  a  result  of  an  inspection  of  the 
licensee's  activities  under  the  license 
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conducted  on  October  10  and  18, 1979, 
and  November  30, 1979,  at  the  licensee’s 
facility  in  Pennsauken,  New  Jersey,  a 
written  Notice  of  Violation  and  a  Notice 
of  Proposed  Imposition  of  Civil  Penalties 
in  the  amount  of  Eight  Thousand  Four 
Hundred  Dollars  were  served  upon  the 
licensee  on  January  7, 1980.  The  licensee 
responded  by  letter  dated  January  30, 
1980.  Upon  consideration  of  the  answer 
received,  the  Director  of  the  Office  of 
Inspection  and  Enforcement  determined 
that  the  penalties  proposed  for  the  items 
of  noncompliance  should  be  imposed  as 
proposed.  An  Order  Imposing  Civil 
Monetary  Penalties  in  the  amount  of 
Eight  Thousand  Four  Hundred  Dollars 
was  served  upon  the  licensee  on  March 
10, 1980. 

Ill 

The  licensee  by  letter  dated  March  31, 
1980,  requested  a  meeting  to  further 
discuss  Items  A.3  and  B  in  the  January  7, 
1980  Notice  of  Violation.  A  meeting  was 
held  on  May  7, 1980,  in  the  NRC  Region  I 
(King  of  Prussia,  Pennsylvania)  Office. 
During  the  meeting,  additional 
information  regarding  the  storage  of  the 
source  in  the  lead  lined  metal  storage 
container  at  the  temporary  field  site  in 
Camden,  New  Jersey,  was  presented  by 
the  licensee  (Item  A.3).  The  citation 
remains  valid;  however,  it  was  stated  by 
the  licensee  that  the  container  was 
actually  within  the  licensee’s  truck. 
Because  the  truck  was  not  locked,  the 
source  was,  in  fact,  left  unattended. 
However,  it  was  inside  the  truck,  and 
not  in  the  field  work  area.  Leaving  the 
source  unattended  in  the  truck  is  not  as 
serious  an  item  of  noncompliance  as 
leaving  it  unattended  in  the  field  work 
area.  Consequently,  the  monetary 
penalty  for  Item  A.3  is  mitigated  from 
One  Thousand  Five  Hundred  Dollars  to 
One  Thousand  Dollars. 

With  respect  to  Item  B,  the  licensee 
argued  that  the  actual  exposure  of  the 
individual  was  caused  by  the 
noncompliance  identified  in  Item  A.2, 
i.e.,  failure  to  lock  the  source  in  its 
retracted  position.  In  view  of  the  fact 
that  the  two  citations  are  closely 
related,  and  under  the  totality  of  the 
circumstances  of  this  case,  Items  A.2 
and  B  are  being  combined  into  one 
citation  and  the  monetary  penalty  for 
item  B  in  the  amount  of  One  Thousand 
Dollars  is  remitted. 

In  a  letter  to  the  Commission  dated 
May  27, 1980,  *Le  licensee  supplied 
additional  information  as  requested  in 
the  May  7, 1980  meeting,  and  also 
requested  that  it  be  permitted  to  pay  the 
penalty  in  twelve  monthly  payments. 


IV 

In  view  of  the  foregoing  and  pursuant 
to  Section  234  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act 
of  1954,  as  amended  (42  U.S.C.  2282)  and 
10  CFR  2.205, 

It  is  hereby  ordered  that  the  order 
imposing  civil  monetary  penalties  dated 
March  10, 1980,  is  modified  to  change 
Section  IV  as  follows: 

The  licensee  pay  civil  penalties  in  the 
total  amount  of  Six  Thousand  Nine 
Hundred  Dollars.  The  penalties  may  be 
paid  in  twelve  consecutive  monthly 
installments  of  Five  Hundred  Seventy- 
five  Dollars  each  by  check,  draft,  or 
money  order  payable  to  the  Treasurer  of 
the  United  States  and  mailed  to  the 
Director  of  the  Office  of  Inspection  and 
Enforcement.  The  first  installment  shall 
be  due  and  payable  within  twenty-five 
days  of  the  date  of  this  Order  and  each 
consecutive  installment  shall  be  due  and 
payable  within  thirty  days  of  the 
preceding  payment  date. 

The  Order  of  March  10, 1980,  except 
as  modified  above,  remains  in  effect  in 
accordance  with  its  terms. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland  this  3rd  day 
of  July  1980. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 

R.  C.  De  Young, 

Acting  Director,  Office  of  Inspection  and 
Enforcement. 

(FR  Doc.  80-21312  Filed  7-18-80;  8:45  am] 

BiLUNO  CODE  7S90-01-M 


[Docket  No.  50-219  EA-80-39] 

Jersey  Central  Power  &  Light  Co. 
(Oyster  Creek  Nuclear  Generating 
Station,  UnlfNo.  1);  Order  Modifying 
License  Effective  Immediately 


The  Jersey  Central  Power  and  Light 
Company  (the  "licensee”)  is  the  holder 
of  Operating  License  DPR-16  (the 
"license")  which  authorizes  operation  of 
the  Oyster  Creek  Nuclear  Generating 
Station  at  steady  state  reactor  core 
power  levels  not  in  excess  of  1930 
megawatts  thermal  (rated  power).  The 
license  was  issued  on  April  9, 1969.  The 
facility  consists  of  a  boiling  water 
moderated  and  cooled  reactor  (BWR), 
located  at  the  licensee’s  site  in  Ocean 
County,  New  Jersey,  nine  miles  south  of 
Toms  River,  New  Jersey. 

II 

During  an  inspection  conducted 
March  18  and  19, 1980  it  was  determined 


that  one  of  the  major  factors 
contributing  to  an  incident  involving  a 
breakdown  in  radiation  protection 
controls  was  the  use  of  a  technically 
unqualified  technician  to  provide 
radiation  protection  coverage  during  the 
servicing  of  a  heavily  contaminated 
reactor  control  rod  blade  handling  tool. 
The  incident  involved  exposure  to 
airborne  radioactive  material  which 
resulted  in  an  intake  by  one  of  the 
workers  of  approximately  29  percent  of 
the  10  CFR  20  Appendix  B  quarterly 
limit  of  cobalt  60.  A  second  instance  of 
the  use  of  unqualified  personnel  was 
identified  during  a  Health  Physics 
Appraisal  inspection  conducted  May  12- 
16, 1980.  During  this  inspection,  an 
unqualified  contractor  technician  was 
observed  to  allow  personnel  to  exit  a 
work  area,  used  for  repair  of  heavily 
contaminated  control  rod  drive 
mechanisms,  without  performing  whole 
body  frisking.  This  individual  was  at 
times  directly  responsible  for  monitoring 
the  radiological  safety  of  the  workers 
rebuilding  the  control  rod  drive 
mechanisms. 

As  a  result  of  the  first  instance,  Jersey 
Central  Power  and  Light  Company  sent 
a  letter  dated  April  2, 1980,  to  the 
Director,  Region  I,  U.S.N.R.C.  In  this 
letter,  the  licensee's  Manager  of  Nuclear 
Generation  addressed  immediate 
corrective  actions  and,  among  other 
things,  stated,  that  by  April  7, 1980, 
Oyster  Creek  will  use  in  responsible 
positions  only  radiation  protection 
technicians  who  meet  or  exceed  ANSI 
N18.1-1971.  Duties  of  technicians  in 
responsible  positions  included 
authorization  to  sign  radiation  work 
permits  and  independently  perform 
surveys  and  evaluations  used  to  insure 
compliance  with  regulatory 
requirements.  In  addition,  the  letter 
stated  that  unqualified  technicians 
acting  in  less  responsible  positions  will 
be  closely  supervised. 

As  a  result  of  the  second  instance  and 
as  a  result  of  the  normal  inspection 
review  process,  it  was  determined  on 
May  16, 1980,  contrary  to  the  licensee’s 
statement  of  April  7, 1980,  that  the 
licensee  was  utilizing  contractor 
supplied  radiation  protection 
technicians  in  responsible  positions  who 
did  not  meet  the  requirements  of  ANSI 
N18.1-1971.  This  NRC  sampling  of 
r6sum6s,  observation  of  field 
performance  and  questioning  indicated  4 
of  28  contractor  technicians  did  not  meet 
ANSI  N18.1-1971  requirements.  Of  the  4, 


-  I 
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fiiili 


2  were  determined  to  have  no  prior 
applied  nuclear  power  plant  experience. 
It  was  later  determined  by  the  licensee 
that  an  additional  10  of  the  28  contractor 
technicians  did  not  meet  the  ANSI  N18.1 
requirements. 

The  above  findings  indicate  that  the 
licensee  has  not  adopted  appropriate 
controls  to  assure  the  utilization  of  only 
qualified  technicians  in  activities 
important  to  the  protection  of  workers. 

I  have  determined  that  the  public 
health,  safety  and  interest  require 
modification  of  License  No.  DPR-16  as 
stated  in  Part  III  of  this  Order,  effective 
immediately. 

m 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  Atomic 
Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended,  and  the 
Commission's  regulations  in  10  CFR 
Parts  2  and  50,  License  No.  DPR-16  is 
modified  effective  immediately  by  the 
following  addition  to  Technical 
Specification  6.3,  Facility  Staff 
Qualifications: 

6.3.2  Each  member  of  the  radiation 
protection  organization  for  which  there 
is  a  comparable  position  described  in 
ANSI  N18.1-1971  shall  meet  or  exceed 
the  minimum  qualifications  specified 
therein,  or  in  the  case  of  radiation 
protection  technicians,  they  shall  have 
at  least  one  year’s  continuous 
experience  in  applied  radiation 
protection  work  in  a  nuclear  facility 
dealing  with  radiological  problems 
similar  to  those  encountered  in  nuclear 
power  stations,  and  shall  have  been 
certified  by  the  Supervisor,  Radiation 
Protection  (RPM),  as  qualified  to 
perform  assigned  functions.  This 
certification  must  be  based  on  an  NRC 
approved,  documented  program 
consisting  of  classroom  training  with 
appropriate  examinations  and 
documented  positive  findings  by 
responsible  supervision  that  the 
individual  has  demonstrated  his  ability 
to  perform  each  specified  procedure  and 
assigned  function  with  an  understanding 
of  its  basis  and  purpose. 

IV 

The  licensee,  or  any  other  person  who 
has  an  interest  affected  by  this  Order 
may,  within  twenty-five  days  of  the  date 
of  this  Order,  request  a  hearing.  A 
request  for  a  hearing  shall  be  addressed 
to  the  Secretary  to  the  Commission, 
U.S.N.R.C.,  Washington,  D.C.  20555.  A 
copy  of  the  hearing  request  shall  also  be 
sent  to  the  Executive  Legal  Director 
U.S.N.R.C.,  Washington,  D.C.  20555.  If  a 
hearing  is  requested  by  the  licensee  or 
an  interested  person,  the  Commission 
will  issue  an  Order  designating  the  time 
and  place  of  hearing.  Such  a  request  for 


hearing  shall  not  stay  the  immediate 
effectiveness  of  this  order. 

In  the  event  the  licensee  or  any  other 
interested  person  requests  a  hearing  as 
provided  above  and  a  hearing  is  held, 
the  issues  to  be  considered  at  such  a 
hearing  shall  be: 

(1)  whether  the  facts  set  forth  in  Part 
II  of  this  Order  are  correct;  and, 

(2)  whether  this  Order  should  be 
sustained. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland  this  8th  day 
of  July,  1980. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
R.  C.  DeYoung, 

Acting  Director,  Office  of  Inspection  and 
Enforcement. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21313  Filed  7-18-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUMO  CODE  7590-01-M 


[Docket  No.  50-289  SP  (Restart)] 

Metropolitan  Edison  Co.  (Three  Mile 
Island  Nuclear  Station,  Unit  No.  1); 
Notice  and  Order  for  Prehearing 
Conference 

Pursuant  to  10  CFR  2.752  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice,  all 
parties  or  their  respective  counsel  are 
directed  to  appear  at  a  prehearing 
conference  beginning  at  9:00  a.m.  on 
August  12, 1980  in  the  Public  Conference 
Room,  Lobby  Floor,  Harristown  II 
Building,  333  Market  Street,  Harrisburg, 
Pennsylvania.  The  prehearing 
conference  will  continue  on  August  13, 
1980,  if  necessary. 

The  Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing 
Board  will  consider  all  pending, 
prehearing  matters,  including: 

(1)  Simplification,  clarification,  and 
specification  of  the  issues; 

(2)  The  necessity  or  desirability  of 
amending  the  pleadings; 

(3)  The  obtaining  of  stipulations  and 
admissions  of  fact  and  of  the  contents 
and  authenticity  of  documents  to  avoid 
unnecessary  proof; 

(4)  Identification  of  witnesses  and  the 
limitation  of  the  number  of  expert 
witnesses,  and  other  steps  to  expedite 
the  presentation  of  evidence; 

(5)  The  setting  of  a  hearing  schedule; 
and 

(6)  Such  other  matters  as  may  aid  in 
the  orderly  disposition  of  the 
proceeding. 

The  Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing 
Board  will  also  consider  consolidation 
of  parties  and  issues  (or  the  designation 
of  lead  intervenors  or  counsel  on 
particular  issues),  the  reports  on 
positions  on  issues  formulated  by 
Commonwealth  agencies,  any  motions 
for  summary  disposition  which  have 
been  filed,  pending  and  remaining 
discovery  matters,  the  schedule  for 


remaining  prehearing  matters,  and  any 
other  appropriate  matter. 

The  public  is  invited  to  attend  the 
prehearing  conference.  However,  there 
will  be  no  opportunity  for  members  of 
the  public  to  participate. 

The  Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing  Board. 
Bethesda,  Maryland,  July  11, 1980. 

Ivan  W.  Smith, 

Chairman. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21310  Filed  7-1040;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  7590-01-41 


Regulatory  Guide;  Issuance  and 
Availability 

The  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 
has  issued  a  revision  to  a  guide  in  its 
Regulatory  Guide  Series.  This  series  has 
been  developed  to  describe  and  make 
available  to  the  public  methods 
acceptable  to  the  NRC  staff  of 
implementing  specific  parts  of  the 
Commission’s  regulations  and,  in  some 
cases,  to  delineate  techniques  used  by 
the  staff  in  evaluating  specific  problems 
or  postulated  accidents  and  to  provide 
guidance  to  applicants  concerning 
certain  of  the  information  needed  by  the 
staff  in  its  review  of  applications  for 
permits  and  licenses. 

Revision  1  to  Regulatory  Guide  5.57, 
“Shipping  and  Receiving  Control  of 
Strategic  Special  Nuclear  Material,** 
describes  procedures  acceptable  to  the 
NRC  staff  for  the  protection  of  strategic 
special  nuclear  material  during 
preparation  for  shipment,  transfer 
between  licensees,  and  receipt  by  a 
licensee.  The  guide  was  revised  to 
incorporate  recent  changes  to  the 
Commission’s  physical  protection 
regulations  and  reflects  public  comment 
and  additional  staff  review. 

Comments  and  suggestions  in 
connection  with  (1)  items  for  inclusion 
in  guides  currently  being  developed  or 
(2)  improvements  in  all  published  guides 
are  eneouraged  at  any  time.  Comments 
should  be  sent  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Commission,  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20555. 
Attention:  Docketing  and  Service 
Branch. 

Regulatory  guides  are  available  for 
inspection  at  the  Commission’s  Public 
Document  Room,  1717  H  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  Copies  of  active 
guides  may  be  purchased  at  the  current 
Government  Printing  Office  price.  A 
subscription  service  for  future  guides  in 
specific  divisions  is  available  through 
the  Government  Printing  Office. 
Information  on  the  subscription  service 
and  current  prices  may  be  obtained  by 
writing  to  the  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20555, 
Attention:  Publications  Sales  Manager. 
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(5  U.S.C.  552(a)) 

Dated  at  Rockville,  Maryland,  this  8th  day 
of  July  1980. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
Ray  G.  Smith, 

Acting  Director,  Off  ice  of  Standards 
Development. 

(PR  Doc.  80-21315  Filed  7-16-80: 8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  7590-01-M 


[Docket  No.  50-327]  ■ 

Tennessee  Valley  Authority;  Issuance 
of  Amendment;  License  No.  DPR-77 

The  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission  (the  Commission)  has 
issued  Amendment  No.  4  to  License  No. 
DPR-77,  issued  to  Tennessee  Valley 
Authority  (licensee)  which  added 
Section  8.6,  Appendix  A  of  the 
Technical  Specifications  for  operation  of 
the  Sequoyah  Nuclear  Plant,  Unit  1  (the 
facility)  located  in  Hamilton  County, 
Tennessee.  This  amendment  sets  out  the 
low  power  test  program  authorized  in 
that  license  issued  on  February  29, 1980 
(45  FR 15349,  March  10, 1980)  and  the 
amendment  is  effective  as  of  its  date  of 
issuance. 

The  amendment  permits  the  licensee 
to  conduct  the  special  low  power  test 
program  as  presented  in  our  safety 
evaluation  dated  July  10, 1980. 

The  application  for  the  amendment 
complies  with  the  standards  and 
requirements  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act 
of  1954,  as  amended  (the  Act),  and  the 
Commission’s  regulations.  The 
Commission  has  made  appropriate 
findings  as  required  by  the  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  regulations  in  10  CFR 
Chapter  I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the 
license  amendment.  The  activity 
authorized  by  the  amendment  is 
encompassed  by  the  overall  action 
involving  the  proposed  issuance  of  an 
operating  license  for  which  prior  public 
notice  was  issued  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  March  25, 1974  (39  FR 
11131),  and  the  license  of  February  29, 
1980. 

The  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  issuance  of  this  amendment  will  not 
result  in  any  environmental  impacts 
other  than  those  evaluated  in  the  Final 
Environmental  Statement  since  the 
activity  authorized  by  the  amendment  is 
encompassed  by  the  overall  action 
evaluated  in  the  Final  Environmental 
Statement. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  Tennessee  Valley 
Authority  letter,  dated  April  9, 1980,  (2) 
Amendment  No.  4  to  License  No.  DPR- 
77  with  Appendix  A  Technical 
Specification  page  changes,  and  (3)  the 
Commission’s  related  Safety  Evaluation 
concerning  a  Special  Low  Power  Test 


Program  and  Emergency  Operating 
Procedures. 

All  of  these  items  are  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  Commission's 
Public  Document  Room,  1717  H  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.,  and  the 
Chattanooga  Hamilton  County 
Bicentennial  Library,  1001  Broad  Street, 
Chattanooga,  Tennessee  37402.  A  copy 
of  Amendment  No.  4  may  be  obtained 
upon  request  addressed  to  the  U.S. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention: 
Director,  Division  of  Licensing. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  10th  day 
of  July,  1980. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 

A.  Schwencer, 

Chief  Licensing  Branch  No.  2,  Division  of 
Licensing. 

{FR  Doc.  80-21309  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  7590-01-41 


[Docket  No.  50-346] 

Toledo  Edison  Co.  and  Cleveland 
Electric  Illuminating  Co.;  Issuance  of 
Amendment  to  Facility  Operating 
License 

The  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission  (the  Commission)  has 
issued  Amendment  No.  27  to  Facility 
Operating  License  No.  NPF-3,  issued  to 
The  Toledo  Edison  Company  and  The 
Cleveland  Electric  Illuminating 
Company  (the  licensees),  which  revised 
Technical  Specifications  for  operation  of 
the  Davis-Besse  Nuclear  Power  Station, 
Unit  No.  1  (the  facility)  located  in 
Ottawa  County,  Ohio.  The  amendment 
is  effective  as  of  its  date  of  issuance. 

The  amendment  modifies  the 
Technical  Specifications  to  reflect 
changes  in  the  corporate  structure  of  the 
Toledo  Edison  Company. 

The  application  for  the  amendment 
complies  with  the  standards  and 
requirements  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act 
of  1954,  as  amended  (the  Act),  and  the 
-  Commission’s  rules  and  regulations.  The 
Commission  has  made  appropriate 
findings  as  required  by  the  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10 
CFR  Chapter  I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the 
license  amendment.  Prior  public  notice 
of  this  amendment  was  not  required 
since  the  amendment  does  not  involve  a 
significant  hazards  consideration. 

The  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  issuance  of  this  amendment  will  not 
result  in  any  significant  environmental 
impact  and  that  pursuant  to  10  CFR 
51.5(d)(4)  an  environmental  impact 
statement  or  negative  declaration  and 
environmental  impact  appraisal  need 
not  be  prepared  in  connection  with  the 
issuance  of  this  amendment. 


For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  application  for 
amendment  dated  December  6, 1979,  (2) 
Amendment  No.  27  to  License  No.  NPF- 
3,  and  (3)  the  Commission’s  related 
Safety  Evaluation.  All  of  these  items  are 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
Commission’s  Public  Document  Room, 
1717  H  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C., 
and  at  the  Ida  Rupp  Public  Library,  310 
Madison  Street,  Port  Clinton,  Ohio. 

A  copy  of  items  (2)  and  (3)  may  be 
obtained  upon  request  addressed  to  the 
U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention: 
Director,  Division  of  Licensing. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  7th  day 
of  July,  1980. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
Robert  W.  Reid, 

Chief  Operating  Reactors  Branch  No.  4, 
Division  of  Licensing. 

{FR  Doc  80-21317  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  7590-01-M 


OFFICE  OF  MANAGEMENT  AND 
BUDGET 

Agency  Forms  Under  Review 

July  14, 1980. 

Background 

When  executive  departments  and 
agencies  propose  public  use  forms, 
reporting,  or  recordkeeping 
requirements^  the  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget  (OMB)  reviews  and  acts  on 
those  requirements  under  the  Federal 
Reports  Act  (44  USC,  Chapter  35). 
Departments  and  agencies  use  a  number 
of  techniques  including  public  hearings 
to  consult  with  the  public  on  significant 
reporting  requirements  before  seeking 
OMB  approval.  OMB  in  carrying  out  its 
responsibility  under  the  Act  also 
considers  comments  on  the  forms  and 
recordkeeping  requirements  that  will 
affect  the  public.  * 

List  of  Forms  Under  Review 

Every  Monday  and  Thursday  OMB 
publishes  a  list  of  the  agency  forms 
received  for  review  since  the  last  list 
was  published.  The  list  has  all  the 
entries  for  one  agency  together  and 
grouped  into  new  forms,  revisions, 
extensions,  or  reinstatements.  Some 
forms  listed  as  revisions  may  only  have 
a  change  in  the  number  of  respondents 
or  a  reestimate  of  the  time  needed  to  fill 
them  out  rather  than  any  change  to  the 
content  of  the  form.  The  agency 
clearance  officer  can  tell  you  the  nature 
of  any  particular  revision  you  are 
interested  in.  Each  entry  contains  the 
following  information: 
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The  name  and  telephone  number  of 
the  agency  clearance  officer  (from 
whom  a  copy  of  the  form  and  supporting 
documents  is  available); 

The  office  of  the  agency  issuing  this 
form; 

The  title  of  the  form; 

The  agency  form  number,  if 
applicable; 

How  often  the  form  must  be  filled  out; 

Who  will  be  required  or  asked  to 
report; 

An  estimate  of  the  number  of  forms 
that  will  be  filled  out; 

An  estimate  of  the  total  number  of 
hours  needed  to  fill  out  the  form;  and 

The  name  and  telephone  number  of 
the  person  or  office  responsible  for  OMB 
review. 

Reporting  or  recordkeeping 
requirements  that  appear  to  raise  no 
significant  issues  are  approved 
promptly.  Our  usual  practice  is  not  to 
take  any  action  on  proposed  reporting 
requirements  until  at  least  ten  working 
days  after  notice  in  the  Federal  Register 
but  occasionally  the  public  interest 
requires  more  rapid  action. 

Comments  and  Questions 

Copies  of  the  proposed  forms  and 
supporting  documents  may  be  obtained 
from  the  agency  clearance  officer  whose 
name  and  telephone  number  appear 
under  the  agency  name.  The  agency 
clearance  officer  will  send  you  a  copy  of 
the  proposed  form,  the  request  for 
clearance  (SF83),  supporting  statement, 
instructions,  transmittal  letters,  and 
other  documents  that  are  submitted  to 
OMB  for  review.  If  you  experience 
difficulty  in  obtaining  the  information 
you  need  in  reasonable  time,  please 
advise  the  OMB  reviewer  to  whom  the 
report  is  assigned.  Comments  and 
questions  about  the  items  on  this  list 
should  be  directed  to  the  OMB  reviewer 
or  office  listed  at  the  end  of  each  entry. 

If  you  anticipate  commenting  on  a 
form  but  find  that  time  to  prepare  will 
prevent  you  from  submitting  comments 
promptly,  you  should  advise  the 
reviewer  of  your  intent  as  early  as 
possible. 

The  timing  and  format  of  this  notice 
have  been  changed  to  make  the 
publication  of  the  notice  predictable  and 
to  give  a  clearer  explanation  of  this 
process  to  the  public.  If  you  have 
comments  and  suggestions  for  further 
improvements  to  this  notice,  please  send 
them  to  Jim  J.  Tozzi,  Assistant  Director 
for  Regulatory  and  Information  Policy, 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget,  726 
Jackson  Place,  Northwest,  Washington, 
D.C.  20503. « 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — Richard  J. 
Schrimper— 447-6201 

New  Forms 

Economics,  Statistics,  and  Cooperatives 
Service 

Producer  Evaluation  of  N.E.  Dairy 
cooperatives 
Single  time 

Dairy  producers,  900  responses;  331 
hours 

Charles  A.  Ellett,  395-7340 
Revisions 

Economics,  Statistics,  and  Cooperatives 
Service 

Cost  of  production  survey — meat 
animals 
Annually 

Sugarbeet  and  meat  animal  producers, 
7,300  responses;  7,300  hours 
Office  of  Federal  Statistical  Policy  and 
Standard,  673-7974. 

Rural  Electrification  Administration 
Development,  approval,  and  use  of 
power  requirements  studies  and 
irrigation  studies 

4,4A,5,156,  341.341A,  736.733A,  344,345, 
346.346A,  346B.346C,  REA  736,  REA 
802A 

Other  (see  SF-83) 

REA  electric  borrowers,  4,900  responses; 
9,997  hours 

Charles  A.  Ellett,  395-7340 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — Edward 
Michals — 377-3627 

New  Forms 

Industry  and  Trade  Administration 
Wits  user  survey 
ITA-4079P 
Single  time 

Businesses  currently  exporting  or 
interested  in  exporting,  1,500 
responses;  750  hours 
William  T.  Adams,  395-4814 

DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — Diane  W. 
Lique — 633-8526 

New  Forms 

Motor  gasoline  producers  report 

EIA-87A 

Monthly 

Non-refinery  gasoline  producers,  360 
responses;  180  hours 
Jefferson  B.  Hill,  395-7340 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH  AND  HUMAN 
SERVICES 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — Joseph  J. 
Stmad— 245-7488 

New  Forms 

Center  for  disease  control 


Health  effects  of  segmental  vibration 
and  noise  on  miners 
Single  time 

Miners,  800  responses;  320  hours 
Richard  Eisinger,  395-6880 
Health  Care  Financing  Administration 
(Medicare) 

Organ  procurement  agency, 
histocompatibility  laboratory 
statement  of  cost  reimbursement 
HCFA-16 
Annually 

OPA's  and  histocompatibility  labs,  44 
responses;  1,760  hours 
Richard  Eisinger,  395-6880 
Public  Health  Service 
Organizational  structure  of  HMO's 
Single  time 

HMO’s  334  responses;  313  hours 
Richard  Eisinger,  395-6880 
Social  Security  Administration 
Quality  review  questionnaires — insured 
individual,  spouse  and  surviving 
spouse,  children,  AET,  and  RSDI 
SSA-2930,  2931,  2932,  4649,  and  1398-F7 
On  occasion 

Beneficiaries  receiving  title  II  payments, 
8,200  responses;  7,065  hours 
Barbara  F.  Young,  395-6880 
Social  Security  Administration 
Quality  review  questionnaire — 
disability,  insured  individual — spouse 
and  surviving  spouse,  children 
SSA-4678,  2930,  2931,  and  2932 
Single  time 

Title  II  disability  beneficiaries,  3,000 
responses;  3,000  hours 
Barbara  F.  Young,  395-6880 

DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — Paul  E. 
Larson — 532-6341 

New  Forms 

Employment  and  Training 
Administration 

Energy/employment  development 
survey 
ETA-RC35 
Single  time 

CETA  program  operators,  767  responses; 
383  hours 

Arnold  Strasser,  395-6880 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Administration 
Generic  clearance 
Osha  155 
On  occasion 

Establishments  potentially  affected  by 
OSHA  regulations,  1,000  responses; 
13,000  hours 

Arnold  Strasser,  395-6880 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE  (EXC.  AID) 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — Gail  J. 

Cook — 632-3538 

New  Forms 

Overseas  schools  request  for  assistance 

FS-574 

Annually 

Overseas  schools,  150  responses;  75 
hours 

Phillip  T.  Balazs,  395-7340 
Special  educational  projects 
JF-45 
Annually 

Overseas  schools,  144  responses;  72 
hours 

Phillip  T.  Balazs,  395-7340 
Overseas  schools  summary  budget 
information  . 

FS-573B 

Annually 

Overseas  schools,  150  responses;  75 
hours 

Phillip  T.  Balazs,  395-7340 
Overseas  schools  financial  report 
JF-43 
Quarterly 

Overseas  schools,  756  responses;  76 
hours 

Phillip  T.  Balazs,  395-7340 
Overseas  schools  progress  and 
evaluation  report 
JF-44 
Annually 

Overseas  schools,  189  responses;  19 
hours 

Phillip  T.  Balazs,  395-7340 
Information  regarding  professional  staff 
members  of  overseas  schools 
FS-573A 
Annually 

Overseas  schools,  150  responses;  75 
hours 

Phillip  T.  Balazs,  395-7340 
Overseas  schools  questionnaire 
FS-573 
Annually 

Overseas  schools,  150  responses;  75 
hours 

Phillip  T.  Balazs,  395-7340 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — Ms.  Joy 
Tucker— 376-0436 

New  Forms 

Assistant  Secretary  (domestic  Finance) 
OIE  survey  of  the  motor  vehicle 
manufacturers 
Single  time 

Manufacturers  of  motor  vehicles,  148 


responses;  8,880  hours  Office  of 
Federal  Statistical  Policy  and 
Standard,  673-7974 

TENNESSEE  VALLEY  AUTHORITY 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — Eugune  E. 
Mynatt— 857-2596 

New  Forms 

Survey  of  Bass  Clubs  in  Tennessee 
Single  time 

Description  not  furnished  by  agency,  64 
responses;  128  hours 
Charles  A.  Ellett,  395-7340 

VETERANS  ADMINISTRATION 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — R.  C. 
Whitt— 389-2146 

New  Forms 

Home  energy  checklist 
26-1803A 
On  occasion 

VA  fee  appraisers,  544,000  responses; 
4,533  hours 

Laveme  V.  Collins,  395-6880 
C.  Louis  Kincannon, 

Acting  Deputy  Assistant  Director  For  Reports 
Management. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21467  Filed  7-16-60;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  3110-01-M 


POSTAL  RATE  COMMISSION 
Notice  of  Visit 

July  7, 1980 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that 
Commissioner  Clyde  S.  DuPont  visited  . 
the  Fredericksburg  (VA)  Post  Office  on 
Monday,  July  7,  for  the  purpose  of 
acquiring  general  knowledge  of 
operations.  He  will  visit  the  Philadelphia 
(PA)  Post  Office  on  July  14,  for  the 
purpose  of  viewing  an  Optical  Scanner 
operation.  Reports  will  be  on  file  in  the 
Commission  Docket  Room. 

David  F.  Harris, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21245  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  7714-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

[Public  Notice  717] 

Fishery  Conservation  and 
Management  Act  of  1976;  Applications 
for  Permits  To  Fish  off  the  Coasts  of 
the  United  States 

The  Fishery  Conservation  and 
Management  Act  of  1976  (P.L.  94-265)  as 


amended  (the  “Act")  provides  that  no 
fishing  shall  be  conducted  by  foreign 
fishing  vessels  in  the  Fishery 
Conservation  Zone  of  the  United  States 
after  February  28, 1977,  except  in 
accordance  with  a  valid  and  applicable 
permit  issued  pursuant  to  Section  204  of 
the  Act. 

The  Act  also  requires  that  a  notice  of 
receipt  of  all  applications  for  such 
permits,  a  summary  of  the  contents  of 
such  applications,  and  the  names  of  the 
Regional  Fishery  Management  Councils 
that  receive  copies  of  these  applications, 
be  published  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Individual  vessel  applications  for 
fishing  in  1980  have  been  received  from 
the  Governments  of  the  Federal 
Republic  of  Germany,  the  People’s 
Republic  of  Romania,  the  Polish  Peoples’ 
Republic,  Korea,  and  Japan,  and  are 
summarized  herein. 

If  additional  information  regarding 
any  applications  is  desired,  it  may  be 
obtained  from;  Permits  and  Regulations 
Division  (F37),  National  Marine 
Fisheries  Service,  Department  of 
Commerce,  Washington,  D.C.  20235, 
(Telephone:  (202)  634-7432). 

Dated:  July  7, 1980. 

Larry  L.  Snead, 

Acting  Director,  Office  of  Fisheries  Affairs. 

Fishery  codes  and  designation  of 
regional  councils  which  review 
applications  for  individual  fisheries  are 
as  follows: 


Code  end  Fishery  Regional  council 


ABS  Atlantic  Billlishes  and  Sharks.  New  England,  Mid- 
Atlantic,  South 
.  Atlantic,  Gulf  of 
Mexico.  Caribbean 

BSA  Bering  Sea  and  Aleutian  North  Pacific 
Islands  Trawl,  longline  and 
Herring  Gillnet 

CRB  Crab  (Bering  Sea) _ _  North  Pacific 

GOA  Gulf  of  Alaska _  North  Pacific 

NWA  Northwest  Atlantic . .  New  England,  Mid- 

Atlantic 

SMT  Seamount  Groundftsh  Western  Pacific 

(Pacific  Ocean). 

SNA  Snails  (Bering  Sea) _ _ North  Pacific 

WOC  Washington,  Oregon,  Pacific 

California  Trawl. 

PBS  Pacific  Biltfish  and  Sharks _ _  Western  Pacific 


Activity  codes  specify  categories  of 
fishing  operations  applied  for  are  as 
follows: 


Activity  code  Pishing  operations 


1  _ _ _ ...  Catching,  processing,  and  other 

support. 

2  . . . Processing  and  other  support  only. 

3  . .  Other  support  only. 
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Nation/vessel  name/vessel  typa 


Application  No. 


Fishery 


Activity 


Japan: 

Nichiyo  Mam,  cargo  transport  vessel.... 
Kasuga  Maru,  stem  trawler. 

Teetvo  Mam,  stem  trawler.. 

Tenryv  Mam,  cargo  transport  vessel . 

Koai  Mam  No.  IS,  stem  trawler... 

Korea: 

Salvia,  stem  trawler 
Yuyang  Ho,  stem  trawler 
No.  305  Jlnam,  stem  trawler 
No.  1  Han  Sung,  stem  trawler... 

Hard  Ho,  stem  trawler 
Ah  Yong,  oH  tanker 
Nam  Won,  oil  tanker. 


Federal  Republic  of  Germany: 

Friedrich  Basse,  factory/stem  trawler... 
People*  Republic  of  Romania: 

Moktoveanu,  stem  trawler .. 

Polish  Peoples'  Republic: 

Lyra,  large  stem  trawler 
Marlin,  large  stem  trawler.. 

Antares,  large  stem  trawler .. 

Ardors,  large  stem  trawler 
Kalmar,  large  stem  trawler 
Sagitta,  large  stem  trawler. 

Wigry,  large  stem  trawler... 

Barwena,  stem  trawler 
Konger,  stem  trawler... 


WOC,  GOA.  BSA.. 
WOC.  GOA,  BSA.. 
WOC.  GOA,  BSA.. 
NWA 
NWA... 

NWA... 


BSA,  CRB,  GOA,  NWA,  SNA..™ 

3 

No.  8  Oryong  Longhner - 

No.  71  Oryong  Longliner _ 

No  72  Oryong.  Longliner _ 

KS-80-3006..  PBS.._ 

KS-80-3007..  PBS . 

KS-80-3008  .  PBS..™ 

NWA . 

No.  73  Oryong,  Longliner . 

KS-80-3009  .  PBS..™ 

NWA 

No  77  Oryong  Longliner . . 

KS-80-3010..  PBS..™ 

BSA,  CRB  GOA  . 

3 

1 

No.  81  Oryong,  Longliner . . 

KS-80-3011..  PBS..™ 

bsa. . . 

No.  82  Oryong  Longliner _ 

KS-80-3012..  PBS..™ 

BSA,  GOA . . 

<l 

HangS  No  1,  Longliner _ 

Hangs  No.  8,  Longliner _ 

KS-80-3013..  PBS _ 

KS-80-3014..  PBS..™ 

BSA,  GOA . 

* 

HangS  No.  7,  Longliner - 

KS-80-3015..  PBS _ 

KS-0O-3Q16.  PBS..™ 
KS-80-3017..  PBS..™ 

BSA,  GOA _ 

BSA,  GOA _ 

BSA,  GOA _ 

BSA,  GOA _ 

BSA,  GOA _ 

HangS  No  18,  Longliner _ _ 

HangS  No.  31,  Longliner _ 

KS-80-3018..  PBS..™ 

HangS  No.  32,  Longliner. _ _ 

KS-80-3019..  PBS..™ 

HangS  No.  101,  Longliner - 

KS-80-3020..  PBS ,.™ 

Han  Ook  No  1,  Longliner . 

KS-80-3021 ..  PBS . 

BSA - 

1 

Han  Ook  No.  2  Longliner - 

No.  72  Wha  Yang,  Longliner... 

KS-80-3022  .  PBS..™ 
KS-80-3023..  PBS ..... 

NWA . „.. . .  „ 

1 

No.  82  Wha  Yang  Longliner... 
No  78  Oryong  Longliner. _ _ 

KS-80-3024 ..  PBS..™ 
KS-80-3025..  PBS 

WOC,  GOA,  BSA . . 

1 

Poland 

WOC,  GOA,  BSA _ 

>1 

PL-80-0079...  NWA.™ 

WOC,  GOA,  BSA _ 

■1 

■Joint  venture  activity  between  the  Polish  company 
“Rybex",  and  Ocean  Side  Fisheries,  Gloucester.  Mass.  The 
Polish  vessel  w «  process  U.S.-caught  fish  only. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21359  Filed  7-16-80: 8:45  am) 
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■These  vessels  have  also  applied  to  receive  U.S.-harvested  fish  as  part  of  a  joint  venture  arrangement  between  the  Polish 
company  “Rybex",  and  Fishermen’s  Marketing  Association,  Inc.,  of  Eureka,  Calif. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21286  Filed  7-15-80:  8:45  am] 
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[Public  Notice  718] 

Applications  for  Permits  To  Fish  Off 
the  Coasts  of  the  United  States 

The  Fishery  Conservation  and 
Management  Act  of  1976  (Pub.  L.  94-265) 
as  amended  (the  “Act”)  provides  that  no 
fishing  shall  be  conducted  by  foreign 
fishing  vessels  in  the  Fishery 
Conservation  Zone  of  the  United  States 
after  February  28, 1977,  except  in 
accordance  with  a  valid  and  applicable 
permit  issued  pursuant  to  section  204  of 
the  Act. 

The  Act  also  requires  that  a  notice  of 
receipt  of  all  applications  for  such 
permits,  a  summary  of  the  contents  of 
such  applications,  and  the  names  of  the 
Regional  Fishery  Management  Councils 
that  receive  copies  of  these  applications, 
be  published  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Individual  vessel  applications  for 
fishing  in  1980  have  been  received  from 
the  Governments  of  Korea,  Japan,  and 
the  Polish  People's  Republic  (Joint 
Venture  application). 

These  permit  applications  have  been 
summarized  herein. 

If  additional  information  regarding 
any  application  is  desired,  it  may  be 
obtained  from:  Permits  and  Regulations 
Division  (F37),  National  Marine 
Fisheries  Service,  Department  of 
Commerce,  Washington,  D.C.  20235, 
(Telephone:  (202)  634-7432). 

Dated:  July  10, 1980. 
fame*  A.  Storer, 

Director,  Office  of  Fisheries  Affairs. 

Fishery  codes  and  designation  of 


regional  councils  which  review 
applications  for  individual  fisheries  are 
as  .follows: 


Code  Fishery  Regional  council 


ABS....  Atlantic  BHIfishes  and  Sharks.  New  England,  Mid- 
Atlantic,  South 
Atlantic,  Gulf  of 
Mexico.  Caribbean. 

BSA....  Bering  Sea  and  Aleutian  North  Pacific 
Islands  Trawl,  LongHne  and 
Herring  GiHnet 

CRB...  Crab  (Bering  Sea) -  North  Pacific 

GOA...  Gulf  of  Alaska _  North  Pacific 

NWA...  Northwest  Atlantic -  New  England  Mid- 

Atlantic 

SMT....  Seamount  Groundfish  Western  Pacific 

(Pacific  Ocean). 

SNA....  Snails  (Bering  Sea) _  North  Pacific 

WOC..  Washington, Oregon,  Pacific 

California  Trawl. 

PBS....  Pacific  Bktflah  and  Sharks _  Western  Pacific. 


Activity  codes  specify  categories  of 
fishing  operations  applied  for  are  as 
follows: 

Activity  code  and  fishing  operaUons: 

1—  Catching,  processing,  and  other  support 

2—  Processing  and  other  support  only. 

3 —  Other  support  only. 


Nation/vessel  name/  Application  No.  Fish-  Acfiv- 
vessel  type  ery  ity 


Japan 

Akebono  Mem  No.  18,  Stem  JA-80-0315...  BSA _  1 

trawler. 

Shoyo  Mem  Stem  trawler _ JA-80-1394...  BSA  ™_  1 

Korea 

No.  31  Hen  Yang,  Longliner.™  KS-80-3000..  PBS  1 

No  32 Han  Yang  Longliner....  KS-80-3001 ..  PBS.™.  1 

No.  33  Han  Yang,  Longliner.™  KS-80-3002 ..  PBS .._  1 

Chung  Yong  No.  8,  Longliner..  KS-80-3003..  PBS _  1 

Chung  Yong  No.  7.  Longliner..  KS-80-3004..  PBS .._  1 

Nam  Chang  Longliner _  KS-80-3005..  PBS.™.  1 


DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

Federal  Aviation  Administration 

FAA  Reports  on  Compliance  with 
Noise  Standards  by  U.S.  Domestic 
Aircraft  Operators 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

SUBJECT:  A  Report  Of  The  Fleet  Status 
And  Compliance  Plans  Of  U.S.  Domestic 
Aircraft  Operators,  As  They  Move 
Toward  Compliance  With  The  FAA’s 
Aircraft  Noise  Regulation. 

SUMMARY:  The  table  below  summarizes 
the  fleet  compliance  status  as  of  January 
1, 1977  (approximately  the  date  the 
regulation  was  issued),  the  status  as  of 
April  1, 1980,  and  fleet  projections  for 
the  phased  compliance  deadlines  of 
January  1, 1981,  January  1, 1983,  and 
January  1, 1985.  When  the  regulation 
was  issued,  slightly  over  20%  of  the  U.S. 
fleet  met  the  FAA  noise  standards.  At 
this  time,  slightly  over  42%  of  the  fleet 
complies,  and  that  percentage  will  reach 
49%  by  the  end  of  this  year. 
discussion:  In  December  1976,  the  FAA 
issued  Subpart  E  of  Part  91  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR 
91)  which  prescribes  noise  limits  for  U.S. 
registered,  civil  subsonic  turbojet 
airplanes  with  maximum  weights  over 
75,000  pounds  and  having  standard 
airworthiness  certificates.  These 
requirements  prohibit  domestic 
operation  in  the  United  States  of 
affected  airplanes  after  specified  dates, 
with  full  compliance  required  by 
January  1, 1985.  In  April  1980,  the  FAA 
also  issued  a  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule 
Making  to  extend  these  same  noise 
compliance  requirements  to  all 
operations  of  affecting  aircraft  in  the 
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United  States,  whether  U.S.  or  foreign 
registered.  The  FAA  must  take  final 
action  on  this  latter  proposal  by  August 
12, 1980,  under  the  mandate  of  the 
Aviation  Safety  and  Noise  Abatement 
Act  of  1979. 

To  ensure  that  all  domestic  operators 
are  taking  appropriate  steps  to  meet  the 
noise  compliance  requirements,  the  FAA 
amended  14  CFR  Part  91  last  December 
to  require  the  operators  of  affected 
turbojet  airplanes  to  provide  the  current 
status  of  their  fleets  and  their  plans  for 
achieving  timely  and  continuing 
compliance.  To  date,  the  FAA  has 
received  that  information  on  more  than 
95%  of  the  affected  aircraft,  and  has 
tabulated  that  information.  Notices  have 
been  mailed  to  the  operators  of  record 
of  the  remaining,  unreported  aircraft, 
reminding  them  of  the  reporting 
requirement. 

As  originally  issued,  the  FAA  noise 
compliance  regulation  required  full 
compliance  by  January  1, 1985.  Only  87% 
are  now  expected  to  comply  by  that 
date.  There  will  be  300  noncomplying 
two-engine  narrowbody  models  (the 
DC-9,  Boeing  737,  and  BAC 1—11)  with 
one  hundred  or  fewer  seats.  The 
compliance  deadline  for  these  aircraft 
was  extended  until  January  1, 1988,  by 
the  Aviation  Safety  and  Noise 


Abatement  Act  1979,  as  protection  for 
small  community  service. 

The  table  also  indicates  the  pace  at 
which  U.S.  operators  are  moving  the 
older  four-engine  narrowbody  models 
(Boeing  707  and  720,  DC-8)  from 
domestic  Service.  All  of  these  will  be 
gone  by  1985,  except  for  76  stretch  DC- 
8*8,  which  are  currently  planned  for  re¬ 
engining. 

Information  in  the  compliance  plans 
submitted  by  many  of  the  operators 
included  future  additions  to  their  fleets. 
Where  available,  these  data  have  been 
incorporated  in  the  attached  table. 
However,  operators  are  not  required  to 
provide  this  type  of  information  to  the 
FAA  under  this  program,  and,  as  a 
consequence,  this  is  not  indicative  of 
total  future  airplane  purchases  or  the 
total  future  U.S.  fleet. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Mr.  Richard  N.  Tedrick,  Chief,  Noise 
Policy  and  Regulatory  Branch,  AEE-100, 
Noise  Abatement  Division,  Office  of 
Environment  and  Energy,  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  800 
Independence  Avenue,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20591,  Telephone: 
(202)  755-9027. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  July  9, 1980. 

John  E.  Wesler, 

Director,  Office  of  Environment  and  Energy. 


[Summary  Notice  No.  PE-80-191 

Petitions  for  Exemption;  Summary  of 
Petitions  Received  and  Dispositions  of 
Petitions  Issued 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  petitions  for 
exemptions  received  and  of  dispositions 
of  petitions  issued. 

SUMMARY:  Pursuant  to  FAA’s 
rulemaking  provisions  governing  the 
application,  processing,  and  disposition 
of  petitions  for  exemption  (14  CFR  Part 
11),  this  notice  contains  a  summary  of 
certain  petitions  seeking  relief  from 
specified  requirements  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Chapter  I) 
and  of  dispositions  of  certain  petitions 
previously  received.  The  purpose  of  this 
notice  is  to  improve  the  public's 
awareness  of,  and  participation  in,  this 
aspect  of  FAA’s  regulatory  activities. 
Publication  of  this  notice  and  any 
information  it  contains  or  omits  is  not 
intended  to  affect  the  legal  status  of  any 
petition  or  its  final  disposition. 

OATES:  Comments  on  petitions  received 
must  identify  the  petition  docket  number 
involved  and  must  be  received  on  or 
before:  August  6, 1980. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  on  any 
petition  in  triplicate  to:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  Office  of  the  Chief 
Counsel,  Attn:  Rules  Docket  (AGC-204), 

Petition  Docket  No. - .  800 

Independence  Avenue,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20591. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION:  The 
petition,  any  comments  received  and  a 
copy  of  any  final  disposition  are  filed  in 
the  assigned  regulatory  docket  and  are 
available  for  examination  in  the  Rules 
Docket  (AGC-204),  Room  916,  FAA 
Headquarters  Building  (FOB  10A),  800 
Independence  Avenue.  SW, 

Washington,  D.C.  20591;  telephone  (202) 
426-3644. 

This  notice  is  published  pursuant  to 
paragraphs  (c),  (e),  and  (g)  of  §  11.27  of 
Part  11  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  11). 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  July  11, 
1980. 

Edward  P.  Fabennan, 

Acting  Assistant  Chief  Counsel,  Regulations 
and  Enforcement  Division. 


Note*  Compliance  Float  Projections 


Jan.  1,  1977 

Apr.  1.  I960 

Jan.  1, 1981 

Jan.  1.  1983 

Jan.  1. 1985 

Airplane  type 

Total  air- 

Number 

Total  air- 

Number 

Total  air- 

Number 

Total  m- 

Number 

Total  air- 

Number 

planes 

complying 

planes 

complying 

planes 

complying 

planes 

complying 

pienee 

eomplyvig 

A300 . . 

0 

0 

14 

14 

19 

19 

25 

25 

25 

25 

BAC  1-11 _ 

33 

0 

38 

0 

38 

0 

38 

0 

38 

7 

B707 . . 

277 

0 

174 

0 

129 

0 

98 

0 

0 

0 

B720 . 

21 

0 

2 

0 

2 

0 

2 

0 

0 

0 

B727 _ 

842 

186 

1.074 

537 

1,089 

843 

1,091 

1,091 

1,064 

1,064 

B737 _ 

150 

7 

187 

45 

178 

51 

175 

91 

173 

142 

B747 _ 

112 

35 

139 

119 

140 

128 

139 

139 

■42 

142 

Convair . 

25 

0 

5 

0 

5 

0 

5 

0 

0 

0 

DC-8 _ 

224 

0 

148 

0 

143 

0 

130 

25 

76 

76 

DC-8 . . . 

367 

32 

390 

74 

389 

83 

397 

133 

397 

159 

DC-10 _ 

124 

124 

137 

137 

143 

143 

143 

143 

143 

143 

L1011 _ 

81 

81 

91 

91 

93 

93 

100 

100 

100 

100 

SE210 _ 

0 

0 

1 

0 

1 

0 

1 

0 

0 

0 

B757 _ 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

23 

23 

B767 _ _ 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

15 

15 

95 

95 

SEATS '. _ 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

38 

38 

Total _ 

2256 

465 

2,400 

1,017 

2,369 

1,160 

2.359 

1,762 

2214 

2,014 

Percent . . 

20.6 

424 

49.0 

74.7 

87.0 

1  SEATS  are  undefined  replacement  aircraft  of  approximately  170  passenger  seats. 
(FR  Doc.  80-21146  Filed  7-18-80;  8:45  am] 
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Petitions  for  Exemptions 


Docket  No. 

Petitioner 

Regulations  affected 

Description  of  refflef  sought 

20479.... 

14CFR  121.621(a)(1) _ 

To  permit  the  operation  of  overseas  flights  in  excess  of  six  hours  with 
IFR  no  alternate  releases. 

To  permit  operation  of  Learjet  Model  25D  aircraft  up  to  and  inducing 
FL410  without  requiring  one  pilot  to  wear  and  uae  an  oxygen  mask 
at  all  times  above  FL350. 

To  allow,  to  the  extent  necessary,  sub-lease  of  petitioner's  aircraft  on 
entering  into  "contract  carriage"  agreements. 

TO  permit  operation  of  petitioner's  learjet  Model  3SA  aircraft  up  to 
FL450  without  either  pilot  being  required  to  wear  an  oxygen  mask. 

To  allow  Ms.  Cynthia  Brown  to  be  issued  an  aircraft  dispatcher  certifi¬ 
cate  before  reaching  her  23rd  birthday. 

To  extend  Sept  1,  1980,  compliance  date  lor  adjacent  Installation  of 
the  cockpit  voice  and  tight  recorders. 

To  permit  petitioner,  to  the  extent  necessary,  to  conduct  Ha  mainte¬ 
nance  under  FAR  121  Subpart  L  rather  than  FAR  135. 

To  permit  dispatch  of  aircraft  with  only  one  operative  HF  radio  instead 
of  two  on  certain  routes  and  under  specific  condWIons. 

To  amend  exemption  No.  2975  to  add  8-720  aircraft  N62215  to  be 
used  as  a  backup  aircraft  The  present  exemption  permits  the  peti¬ 
tioner  to  operate  and  maintain  a  leased  B-707-331  aircraft  of  U.S. 
Registry  using  an  FAA -approved  MMEL 

To  extend  the  compliance  date  of  the  cited  Part  to  alow  the  possUa 
operation  of  24  Braniff  aircraft  without  emergency  locator  beacons 
affixed  to  cockpit  voice  recorders. 

To  allow  petitioner's  pilots  to  have  8  instead  of  10  hours  of  rest 
during  any  24  hours  of  duty  or  two  periods  of  live  consecutive 
hours. 

To  permit  pilots  to  complete  their  biennial  flight  review  in  an  aircraft 
simulator  instead  of  an  aircraft 

To  allow  Mr.  Terry  Ahr  to  work  as  Chief  Inspector  without  meeting  the 
full  3  year  experience  requirement 

20369.... 

_ _  14  CFR  135.89 . . 

20380._. 

Club  USA  mt.  Inc . . . . . 

_  14  CFR  123.1(b) _  _ 

20395..., 

_  „.  _  14  CFR  91.32(b)(1)  I. 

20420.... 

135.89(b)(3).  " 

.  14  CFR  65  53(a) 

20458.... 

_  _  ..  14  CFR  121.359(c)(2)(a) . 

20465.... 

Golden  Gate  Airlines . - . 

_ _  SFAR38 _ _  _ 

20472.... 

_  14  CFR  121.351(a) _  _ 

20320.... 

...  14  CFR  various  pts.  21  wx)  91 ..... 

20402.... 

Rraniff  tnt*l . 

14  DPR  131  359(c)(2)(iif) 

20410— 

.  14  CFR  135  361(h) 

18104..., 

Flight  Safety  Infl..... _ _ 

_ 14  CFR  61 .57(a)(1)....  .  _.  ._ 

20397... 

_ _  14  CFR  121.61(d)(2) . . 

Dispositions  of  Petitions  for  Exemptions 

- 

Docket  No. 

Petitioner 

Regulations  affected 

Description  of  reflet  sought— disposition 

20049... 

T.B.M..  Inc . . . 

Amendment  to  exemption  No.  2956  to  expand  the  two-plot  crew  op¬ 
eration  of  its  DC-6  and  DC-7  airplanes  to  include  test  and  ferry 
flights.  Also  requests  that  the  FAA  issue  an  identical  exemption  to 
Butler  Aviation  of  Redmond.  Oregon,  for  operation  of  its  DC-8  and 
DC-7  aircraft  in  connection  with  firefighting  activities.  Granted  7/0/ 
80. 

To  allow  conduction  of  training  flights  lor  firefighting  operations  in 
DC-6  and  DC-7  aircraft  without  utilizing  a  flight  engineer.  Granted 

7/8/80. 

To  permit  the  introduction  of  the  B-707-131B  aircraft  into  service  In  a 
167  passenger  seat  configuration  using  four  flight  attendants  with- 
out  conducting  a  full-scale  emergency  evacuation  demonstration. 
Granted  6/25/80. 

To  permit  the  carriage  of  40  parachutists  in  the  DC-3/C47  and  20 
parachutists  in  the  Lockheed  L-18  aircraft  during  a  sports  para¬ 
chute  competition.  Granted  6/25/80. 

20049... 

_ _  14  CFR  91.21 1(a)(1) _ _ 

20393... 

. . .  14  CFR  121 .291 . .  . 

20401... 

. . . .  14  CFR  91.47(a) . . . . 

12464... 

20237... 

. . 14  CFR  121.61 . . 

United  States  registry  leased  aircraft  Granted  7/2/80. 

Concerning  experience  and  certificate  requirements  for  specified  man¬ 
agement  personnel.  Granted  7/1/80. 

An  amendment  of  Exemption  No.  2858  to  reflect  a  correction  in  the 
listed  model  of  leased  aircraft  to  B-727-2Q6  and  to  change  the 
name  of  the  lessor  for  one  of  the  aircraft.  Granted  7/2/80. 

19504... 

19173... 

21.  61. 63.  and  91. 

.  ..  14  CFR  43.17 . 

19945... 

« 

. .  14  CFR  43.17 . 

cific  Airline  mechanics  who  do  not  hold  U.S.  mechanic's  certificates 
to  perform  maintenance  lot  Braniff  in  Amsterdam,  The  Netherlands. 
Dented  7/1/80. 

.  To  allow  Air  Canada's  mechanics,  who  do  not  hold  U.S.  mechanic  or 

repairman  certificates,  to  perform  maintenance  on  TWA  B-747  air¬ 
craft  in  Frankfurt  Germany,  and  Zurich,  Switzerland.  Denied  7/1/ 
80. 

.  To  allow  petitioner  to  operate  three  F-27  aircraft  on  lease  to  Saudi 
Arabia  under  the  provisions  of  an  FAA  approved  Minimum  Equip¬ 
ment  List  Granted  6/25/80. 

,  Extension  of  the  June  30,  1980,  termination  date  of  Exemption  No. 

20310... 

_ _  14  CFR  Parts  21  and  91 . 

13204  . 

. . .  14  CFR  121.155  and  SFAR  38 . 

19498.. 

14  CFR  135  365  (h)  and  (c) . 

2030.  That  exemption  allows  petitioner  to  operate  under  Part  135 
without  having  exclusive  use  of  at  least  one  aircraft  and  feting  air¬ 
craft  in  its  operations  specificatione.  Petitioner  requests  that  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  continue  the  present  exemption  until  final  action  on  the 
proposed  amendments  to  FAR  Parts  121  and  135  or  through  June 
30. 1982,  whichever  occurs  first  Partial  Grant  6/27/80. 

.  Reconsideration  of  the  Denial  of  their  petition  for  exemption.  The 

18309... 

Dept,  of  Defense  (DOO) - - - 

_ 14  CFR  91.81 _ 

denied  petition  involved  the  use  of  large  CASA  aircraft  in  both  pas¬ 
senger  and  cargo-carrying  operations  without  complying  with  the 
applicable  performance  limitations  for  landing.  The  petitioner  pro¬ 
vided  additional  justification  they  had  developed.  Partial  Grant  6/ 

27/80. 

Petitioner  requested  an  amendment  to  Exemption  No.  2861  to  alow 

use  of  either  standard  or  local  abmeter  setting  while  operating  In 
military  operation  areas  and  restricted  areas  under  the  exemption 


Granted  6/ 30 /BO. 
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Dispositions  of  Petitions  for  Exemptions— Continued 

Docket  No. 

Petitioner  Regulations  affected  Description  of  relief  sougM-disposition 

B170 . 

..........  McDonnel  Douglas  Corp.......—— » 14  CFR  25.1001 . . .  To  permit  type  certification  of  Models  DC-9  -10,  -30,  -40,  and  -50 

Series  airplanes  with  maximum  takeoff  weights  up  to  and  including 
115%  of  the  certificated  maximum  landing  weight,  without  a  fuel  jet¬ 
tisoning  system.  Granted  6/23/80. 


[FR  Doc  80-21145  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  4910-13-M 

Radio  Technical  Commission  for 
Aeronautics  (RTCA);  Special 
Committee  136— Installation  of 
Emergency  Locator  Transmitters 
(ELT)  in  Aircraft;  Meeting 
Pursuant  to  section  10(a)(2)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub. 

L  92-463;  5  U.S.C.  App.  I)  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  a  meeting  of  Special 
Committee  136  on  Installation  of 
Emergency  Locator  Transmitters  (ELT) 

In  Aircraft  to  be  held  on  August  5-6, 

1980  in  RTCA  Conference  Room  261, 

1717  H  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
commencing  at  9:30  a.m. 

The  Agenda  for  this  meeting  is  as 
follows:  (1)  Chairman’s  Introductory 
Remarks;  (2)  Approval  of  Minutes  of  the 
Seventh  Meeting  Field  on  April  22-23, 
1980;  (3)  Reports  of  Working  Group 
Activities;  (4)  Review  First  Draft  of 
Report  on  ELT  Installation  and 
Activation;  and  (5)  Other  Business. 

Attendance  is  open  to  the  interested 
public  but  limited  to  space  available. 

With  the  approval  of  the  Chairman, 
members  of  the  public  may  present  oral 
statements  at  the  meeting.  Persons 
wishing  to  present  statements  or  obtain 
information  should  contact  the  RTCA 
Secretariat,  1717  H  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20006;  (202)  296-0484. 
Any  member  of  the  public  may  present  a 
written  statement  to  the  committee  at 
any  time. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  July  7, 1980. 
Karl  F.  Bierach, 

Designated  Officer. 

[FR  Doc  80-21147  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  4910-13-M 

Federal  Highway  Administration 

Environmental  Impact  Statement: 
Lincoln  County,  N.  Mex. 

AGENCY:  Federal  Highway 
Administration  (FHWA)  DOT. 
action:  Notice  of  intent. 

summary:  The  FHWA  is  issuing  this 
notice  to  advise  the  public  that  an 
environmental  impact  statement  will  be 
prepared  for  a  proposed  highway  project 
in  Lincoln  County,  New  Mexico. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Dewey  O.  Lonsberry,  District  Engineer, 
Federal  Highway  Administration,  117 
U.S.  Courthouse,  Santa  Fe,  New  Mexico 
87501,  Telephone:  (505)  988-6255;  Duane 


A.  Gray,  Field  Design  Engineer,  New 
Mexico  State  Highway  Department,  P.O. 
Box  1149,  Santa  Fe,  New  Mexico  87501, 
Telephone:  (505)  983-0554;  or  Thomas  S. 
Scanlon,  Jr.,  Environmental  Program 
Manager,  New  Mexico  State  Highway 
Department,  P.O.  Box  1149,  Santa  Fe, 
New  Mexico  87501,  Telephone:  (505) 
983-0134. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

FHWA,  in  cooperation  with  the  New 
Mexico  State  Highway  Department,  will 
prepare  an  environmental  impact 
statement  (EIS)  on  a  proposal  to 
improve  U.S.  Route  70  (U.S.  70)  in 
Lincoln  County,  New  Mexico,  as  a 
Connector  Primary  Demonstration 
Project.  The  proposed  improvement 
would  involve  the  reconstruction  of  the 
existing  U.S.  70  between  the  Mescalero 
Apache  Indian  Reservation  and  the  top 
of  Picacho  Hill  for  a  distance  of 
approximately  42  miles.  Improvements 
to  the  corridor  are  considered  necessary 
to  provide  adequate  capacity  for 
existing  and  projected  traffic  demand 
and  incorporate  modem  design  features 
to  provide  safe  and  efficient 
transportation  service. 

Alternatives  under  consideration 
include  (1)  taking  no  action,  (2)  widening 
the  existing  highway;  and  (3)  widening 
the  existing  highway  plus  a  new 
alignment  east  of  the  community  of 
Tinnie.  Variations  of  grade  and 
alignment  will  be  studied  with  the 
various  build  alternatives. 

Early  Coordination  letters  describing 
the  proposed  action  and  soliciting 
comments  were  sent  to  appropriate 
Federal,  State,  and  local  agencies  and 
interested  private  organizations.  As  part 
of  the  early  coordination  effort,  a 
meeting  was  held  in  November,  1979 
with  representatives  of  the  above 
agencies  and  organizations  to  solicit 
their  comments  and  suggestions. 

A  series  of  public  involvement 
meetings  was  held  in  August  and 
December,  1979  and  June,  1980  to  obtain 
community  comments  on  the  proposed 
action  and  the  alternates.  The  draft  EIS 
will  be  available  for  public  and  agency 
review  and  comment.  A  formal  public 
hearing  will  be  held  after  circulation  of 
the  draft  EIS.  Public  notice  will  be  given 
of  the  time  and  place  of  the  hearing.  No 
formal  scoping  meeting  will  be  held. 

To  ensure  that  the  full  range  of  issues 
related  to  this  proposed  action  are 


addressed  and  all  significant  issues  are 
identified,  comments  and  suggestions 
are  invited  from  all  interested  parties. 
Comments  or  questions  concerning  this 
proposed  action  and  the  EIS  should  be 
directed  to  the  FHWA  at  the  address 
provided  above. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  Number  20.205,  Highway  Research, 
Planning,  and  Construction.  The  provisions  of 
OMB  Circular  No.  A-95  regarding  State  and 
local  clearinghouse  review  of  Federal  and 
federally  assisted  programs  and  projects 
apply  to  this  program) 

Issued  on:  June  30, 1980. 

Dewey  O.  Lonsberry, 

District  Engineer,  Santa  Fe,  New  Mexico. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21261  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  4910-22-M 

Environmental  Impact  Statement: 

Otero  County,  N.  Mex. 

AGENCY:  Federal  Highway 
Administration  (FHWA),  DOT. 
action:  Notice  of  intent. 

summary:  The  FHWA  Is  issuing  this 
notice  to  advise  the  public  that  an 
environmental  impact  statement  will  be 
prepared  for  a  proposed  highway  project 
in  Otero  County,  New  Mexico. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Dewey  O.  Lonsberry,  District  Engineer, 
Federal  Highyvay  Administration,  117 
U.S.  Courthouse,  Santa  Fe,  New  Mexico 
87501,  Telephone:  (505)  988-6255;  Duane 
A.  Gray,  Field  Design  Engineer,  New 
Mexico  State  Highway  Department,  P.O. 
Box  1149,  Santa  Fe,  New  Mexico  87503, 
Telephone:  (505)  983-0554;  or  Thomas  S. 
Scanlon,  Jr.,  Environmental  Program 
Manager,  New  Mexico  State  Highway 
Department,  P.O.  Box  1149,  Santa  Fe, 
New  Mexico  87503,  Telephone:  (505) 
983-0134. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

FHWA,  in  cooperation  with  the  New 
Mexico  State  Highway  Department,  will 
prepare  an  environmental  impact 
statement  (EIS)  on  a  proposal  to 
improve  U.S.  Route  (U.S.  70)  as  a 
Connector  Primary  Demonstration 
Project  between  Holloman  Air  Force 
Base  west  of  Alamogordo  and  2.8  miles 
east  of  U.S.  54  in  Tularosa,  a  distance  of 
approximately  26  miles.  Improvements 
to  the  corridor  are  considered  necessary 
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to  provide  adequate  capacity  for 
existing  and  projected  traffic  demand 
and  incorporate  modem  design  features 
to  provide  safe  and  efficient 
transportation  service. 

Alternatives  under  consideration 
include  (1)  taking  no  action;  (2) 
improving  the  existing  highway;  and  (3) 
constructing  a  new  relief  route 
alignment.  Variations  of  alignment  will 
be  studied  with  the  various  build 
alternatives. 

Early  Coordination  letters  describing 
the  proposed  action  and  soliciting 
comments  were  sent  to  appropriate 
Federal,  State  and  local  agencies  and 
interested  private  organizations. 
Following  the  transmittal  of  these 
letters,  as  part  of  the  early  coordination 
effort,  a  meeting  was  held  in  November, 
1979  with  representatives  of  the  above 
agencies  and  organizations  to  solicit 
their  comments  and  suggestions.  In 
addition,  a  series  of  public  involvement 
meetings  was  held  in  August,  September 
and  December,  1979  and  April,  May  and 
June,  1980  to  obtain  community 
comments  on  the  proposed  action  and 
the  alternates.  The  draft  EIS  will  be 
available  for  public  and  agency  review 
and  comment.  A  formal  public  hearing 
will  be  held  after  circulation  of  the  draft 
EIS.  Public  notice  will  be  given  of  the 
time  and  place  of  the  hearing.  No  formal 
scoping  meeting  will  be  held. 

To  ensure  that  the  full  range  of  issues 
related  to  this  proposed  action  are 
addressed  and  all  significant  issues  are 
identified,  comments  and  suggestions 
are  invited  from  all  interested  parties. 
Comments  or  questions  concerning  this 
proposed  action  and  the  EIS  should  be 
directed  to  the  FHWA  at  the  address 
provided  above. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  Number  20.205,  Highway  Research, 
Planning,  and  Construction.  The  provisions  of 
OMB  Circular  No.  A-95  regarding  State  and 
local  clearinghouse  review  of  Federal  and 
federally  assisted  programs  and  projects 
apply  to  this  program] 

Issued  on:  june  30, 1980. 

Dewey  O.  Lonsberry, 

District  Engineer,  Santa  Fe,  New  Mexico. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21280  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4910-22-M 


[BMCS  Docket  No.  MC-91;  Notice  No.  80-5] 

Hours  of  Service  of  Drivers:  Test 
Program  of  Alternative  Methods  to 
Driver’s  Logs 

AGENCY:  Federal  Highway 
Administration  (FHWA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice. 

summary:  This  Notice  revises  the  list  of 
carriers  participating  in  the  test  program 


of  alternative  methods  to  driver’s  logs, 
as  was  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
on  April  28, 1980  (45  FR  28243). 
dates:  Test  program  began  May  1, 1980, 
and  will  continue  through  April  1, 1981. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Gerald  J.  Davis,  Chief,  Development 
Branch,  Regulations  Division,  Bureau  of 
Motor  Carrier  Safety  (BMCS),  (202)  426- 
9787;  or  Mr.  Gerald  Tierney,  Motor 
Carrier  and  Highway  Safety  Law 
Division,  Office  of  the  Chief  Counsel, 
(202)  426-0346,  Federal  Highway 
Administration,  Department  of 
Transportation,  400  Seventh  Street,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20590.  Office  hours 
are  from  7:45  a.m.  to  4:15  p.m.  ET, 
Monday  through  Friday. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  By 
Notice  No.  80-2,  in  Docket  No.  MC-91, 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
April  28, 1980,  the  carriers  indicating 
interest  in  participating  in  the  test 
program  were  named  as  being 
authorized  to  use  either  a  modified 
tachograph  chart  or  a  modified  carrier 
document  to  record  driver’s  hours  of 
service  as  an  alternative  to  the  present 
logs  on  an  experimental  basis. 

Due  to  various  reasons  beyond  the 
control  of  the  contractor  conducting  the 
test  program,  certain  carriers  decided 
not  to  participate  and  additional  carriers 
agreed  to  participate. 

The  carriers  with  firm  commitments 
now  participating  in  the  program  are 
listed  below.  This  list  supersedes  the  list 
published  in  Notige  No.  80-2. 

Con  Weimar  Bulk  Transportation,  401 
Commerce  Road,  Linden,  New  Jersey  07036. 
Best  Way  Transport,  Inc.,  3841  North 
Columbia,  Portland,  Oregon  97217. 

Fairway  Foods,  Inc.,  3225 12th  Avenue,  North, 
Fargo,  North  Dakota  58102. 

Associated  Truck  Lines,  Inc.,  Vandenburg 
Center,  Grand  Rapids,  Michigan  49503. 

Star  Bulk  Transport,  Inc.,  821  Front  Street, 
New  Ulm,  Minnesota  56073. 

NDT,  Inc.,  4171  Winters  Chapel  Road, 
Doraville,  Georgia  30040. 

General  Telephone  Company  of  the 
Northwest,  P.O.  Box  1003,  Everett, 
Washington  98204. 

East  Side  Movers,  251  Freeman  Street, 
Brooklyn,  New  York  11222. 

BN  Transport,  Inc.,  6775  Evans  Avenue, 
Denver,  Colorado  60222. 

Johnson’s  Transfer,  6951  Norwich  Drive, 
Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania  19153. 

Standard  Ready  Mix,  Inc.,  1221  Steuben, 
Sioux  City,  Iowa  51102. 

H  &  M  Transport,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  H,  French 
Camp,  California  95231. 

Tucker  Freight  Lines,  Inc.,  Box  3144,  South 
Bend,  Indiana  46619. 

Dennis  Trucking,  6951  Norwich  Drive, 
Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania  19153. 

D.  J.  McNichol,  6951  Norwich  Drive, 
Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania  19153. 

Red  Star  Express  Lines  of  Auburn,  Inc.,  24-50 
Wright  Avenue,  Auburn,  New  York  13021. 


American  Bakeries  Company,  10  South 
Riverside  Plaza,  Chicago,  Illinois  60606. 

Hennes  Trucking  Company,  320  South  19th 
Street  Milwaukee,  Wisconsin  53233. 

Mitchell  Transport  Lac.,  6500  Peral  Road, 
Cleveland,  Ohio  44130. 

Pram  Bureau  Services,  7373  West  Saginaw, 
Lansing,  Michigan  48904. 

Kocer  Implement  745  East  Highway  50, 
Wagner,  South  Dakota  57380. 

Buchanan  Auto  Freight  115  West  “D”  Street 
Yakima,  Washington  98902. 

Cargill,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  9300,  Minneapolis, 
Minnesota  55440. 

City  Tank  Lines,  18405  South  Main  Street 
Gardena,  California  90247. 

Fogler  Brothers,  1354  North  Redgum  Street 
Anaheim,  California  92806. 

Associated  Petroleum  Carriers,  Union  Road, 
Spartanburg,  South  Carolina  29302. 

Pet  Inc.,  Mussleman  Fruit  Division, 
Biglerville,  Pennsylvania  17307. 

Ryder  Truck  Lines,  P.O.  Box  2408, 
Jacksonville,  Florida  32203. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 

Program  Number  20.217,  Motor  Carrier 

Safety) 

Issued  on:  July  8, 1980. 

Kenneth  L  Pierson, 

Acting  Director,  Bureau  of  Motor  Carrier 

Safety. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21250  Filed  7-18-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  4910-22-M 


4. 

Federal  Railroad  Administration 

Minority  Business  Resource  Center 
Advisory  Committee;  Meeting  Change 

Pursuant  to  Sec.  19(a)  and  (2)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub. 

L  92-463);  5  U.S.C.  App.  I),  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  a  change  in  location  of  a 
meeting  of  the  Minority  Business 
Resource  Center  Advisory  Committee 
meeting  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  July  3, 1980,  on  page  45  FR 
45447. 

The  location  has  been  changed  to  the 
O’Hare  Airport  Hilton  Hotel. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  July  15, 1980. 
Miles  S.  Washington,  Jr., 

Acting  Executive  Director,  Minority  Business 
Resource  Center. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21452  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  COOE  4910-06-M 


National  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Administration 

[Docket  No.  IP80-11;  Notice  1] 

Batavus  USA  Inc.;  Receipt  of  Petition 
for  Determination  of  Inconsequential 
Noncompliance 

Batavus  USA  Inc.  of  Atlanta,  Georgia, 
has  petitioned  to  be  exempted  from  the 
notification  and  remedy  requirements  of 
the  National  Traffic  and  Motor  Vehicle 
Safety  Act  (15  U.S.C.  1381  et  seq.)  for  an 
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apparent  noncompliance  with  49  CFR 
571.111,  Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Standard 
No.  Ill,  Rearview  Mirrors.  The  basis  of 
the  petition  is  that  the  noncompliance  is 
inconsequential  as  it  relates  to  motor 
vehicle  safety. 

The  notice  of  receipt  of  a  petition  is 
published  under  section  157  of  the  Act 
(15  U.S.C.  1417)  and  does  not  represent 
agency  judgment  concerning  the  merits 
of  the  petition. 

Standard  No.  Ill  requires  that  each 
motorcycle  be  equipped  with  a  rearview 
mirror.  If  the  mirror  is  of  unit 
magnification  it  shall  have  not  less  than 
12.5  square  inches  of  reflective  surface 
(i.e.,  if  circular,  a  diameter  of  not  less 
than  3.99  inches).  The  Batavus  mirror 
measured  11.75  square  inches,  having  a 
diameter  of  3.855  inches.  Approximately 
13,800  motor  driven  cycles  (mopeds) 
have  been  imported  and  sold  with  the 
mirror  in  question.  Models  affected  are 
VA  and  HS  Starlites  and  the  Regency. 
Vehicles  manufactured  after  January  1, 

1979,  have  complying  rearview  mirrors. 
Batavus  argues  that  the  noncompliance 
is  inconsequential  as  it  relates  to  motor 
vehicle  safety  because  the  margin  of 
noncompliance  is  so  small  that  a  safety 
hazard  does  not  exist. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  data,  views  and 
arguments  on  the  petition  of  Batavus 
USA  Inc.  described  above.  Comments 
should  refer  to  the  Docket  number  and 
be  submitted  to  Docket  Section, 

National  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Administration,  Room  5108,  400  Seventh 
Street,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20590.  It 
is  requested  but  not  required  that  five 
copies  be  submitted. 

All  comments  received  before  the 
close  of  business  on  the  comment 
closing  date  indicated  below  will  be 
considered.  The  application  and 
supporting  materials  and  all  comments 
received  after  the  closing  will  also  be 
filed  and  will  be  considered  to  the 
extent  possible.  When  the  petition  is 
granted  or  denied,  notice  will  be 
published  in  the  Federal  Register 
pursuant  to  the  authority  indicated 
below. 

The  engineer  and  attorney  principally 
responsible  for  this  notice  are  Charles 
„  Kaehn  and  Taylor  Vinson  respectively. 

Comment  closing  date:  August  18, 

1980. 

(Sec.  102,  Pub.  L.  93-492,  88  Stat.  1470  (15 
U.S.C.  1417);  delegations  of  authority  at  49 
CFR  1.50  and  501.8) 

Issued  on  July  11, 1980. 

Michael  M.  Finkelstein, 

Associate  Administrator  for  Rulemaking. 

(PR  Doc.  80-21383  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am] 
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[Docket  No.  IP80-10;  Notice  1) 

White  Motor  Corp.;  Petition  for 
Exemption  From  Notice  and  Remedy 
for  Inconsequential  Noncompliance 

White  Motor  Corp.  of  Eastlake,  Ohio 
has  petitioned  to  be  exempted  from  the 
notification  and  remedy  requirements  of 
the  National  Traffic  and  Motor  Vehicle 
Safety  Act  (15  U.S.C.  1381  et  seq.)  for  a 
noncompliance  with  49  CFR  571.101, 
Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Standard  No.  101, 
Control  Location,  Identification,  and 
Illumination.  The  basis  of  the  petition  is 
that  the  noncompliance  is 
inconsequential  as  it  relates  to  motor 
vehicle  safety. 

This  notice  of  receipt  of  a  petition  is 
published  under  section  157  of  the  Act 
(15  U.S.C.  1417)  and  does  not  represent 
any  agency  decision  or  exercise  of 
judgment  concerning  the  merits  of  the 
petition. 

Table  1  of  Standard  No.  101  requires 
that  a  combination  identification  lamp, 
clearance  lamp,  side  marker  lamp 
control  be  identified  as  either  "CL  LPS” 
or  "CLEARANCE  LAMPS."  White  has 
used  the  term  "MARKET  LGTS”  on  221 
trucks  manufactured  between  July  31, 
1976  and  October  29, 1979.  The  company 
states  that  it  has  had  no  owner 
complaints  about  the  noncompliance.  It 
believes  that  the  limited  number  of 
vehicles  and  “readily  apparent  meaning 
of  the  switch  identifier”  have  an 
inconsequential  effect  on  safety. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  data,  views  and 
arguments  on  the  petition  of  White 
Motor  Corp.  described  above. 

Comments  should  refer  to  the  docket 
number  and  be  submitted  to  Docket 
Section,  National  Highway  Traffic 
Safety  Administration,  Room  5108,  400 
Seventh  Street,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20590.  It  is  requested  but  not  required 
that  five  copies  be  submitted. 

All  comments  received  before  the 
close  of  business  on  the  comment 
closing  date  indicated  below  will  be 
considered.  The  application  and 
supporting  materials,  and  all  comments 
received  after  the  closing  date  will  also 
be  filed  and  will  be  considered  to  the 
extent  possible.  When  the  petition  is 
granted  or  denied,  notice  will  be 
published  in  the  Federal  Register 
pursuant  to  the  authority  indicated 
below. 

The  engineer  and  attorney  responsible 
for  this  notice  are  John  Carson  and 
Taylor  Vinson  respectively. 

Comment  closing  date:  August  18, 
1980. 

(Sec.  102,  Pub.  L.  93-492,  88  Stat.  1470  (15 


U.S.C.  1417);  delegations  of  authority  at  49 
CFR  1.50  and  49  CFR  501.8) 

Issued  on  July  11, 1980. 

Michael  M.  Finkelstein, 

Associate  Administrator  for  Rulemaking. 

[FR  Doc.  80-21392  Filed  7-16-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4810-58-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

Deletion  of  Privacy  Act  Systems  of 
Records 

AGENCY:  Department  of  the  Treasury, 
Office  of  the  Secretary. 

ACTION:  Deletion  of  the  following  six 
systems  of  records  under  the  Privacy 
Act:  OS  00.020,  OS  00.044,  OS  00.048,  OS 
00.055,  OS  00.195,  and  OS  00.502. 

summary:  Pursuant  to  the  requirements 
of  the  Privacy  Act  of  1974  (5  U.S.C. 

552a),  the  Department  of  the  Treasury, 
Office  of  the  Secretary,  gives  notice  of 
the  deletion  of  the  following  six  systems 
of  records  and  the  reason  therefor: 
Treasury/OS  00.020 — Energy  Policy 
Administrative  File.  (45  FR  18666, 

Mar.  21, 1980) 

The  office  which  maintained  these 
records  is  no  longer  in  existence  and  the 
files  have  either  been  retired,  destroyed 
or  integrated  into  other  systems. 
Treasury/OS  00.044 — Personnel  and 
Payroll  Data,  (45  FR  18668,  Mar.  21, 
1980)  and  Treasury/OS  00.048 — 
Scheduled  Annual  Leave  Records.  (45 
FR  18668,  Mar.  21, 1980) 

The  data  in  both  of  these  systems  is 
now  included  in  Treasury /OS  00.002 — 
Treasury  Payroll/Personnel  Information 
System,  and  the  individual  systems  are 
no  longer  needed. 

Treasury/OS  00.055 — EEO  Counselor 
Complaint  Files.  (45  FR  18669,  Mar.  21, 
1980) 

The  information  in  this  file  is  now 
under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Equal 
Employment  Opportunity  Commission. 
Accordingly,  the  control  over  the  files 
has  been  transferred  to  that  agency. 
Treasury/OS  00.195 — Parking  Permit 
Application  (45  FR  18691,  Mar.  21, 
1980) 

The  information  in  this  system  cannot 
be  retrieved  by  an  individual’s  name, 
social  security  number,  or  other 
identifying  number  and  is,  therefore,  not 
a  Privacy  Act  System  of  Records. 
Treasury /OS  00.502 — Reference  Letters, 
Special  Assignment  Branch.  (45  FR 
18693,  Mar.  21, 1980) 

The  information  in  this  file  has  been 
transferred  to  the  Office  of  Personnel 
Management  which  now  has  jurisdiction 
over  these  records. 


■\ 
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EFFECTIVE  DATE:  July  17, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Linda  K.  Zannetti,  Departmental 
Disclosure  Officer,  1500  Pennsylvania 
Avenue,  Washington,  DC  20220. 

Dated:  July  8, 1980. 

W.  J.  McDonald. 

Assistant  Secretary  (Administration). 

[FR  Doc.  80-21265  Filed  7-16-80;  9:30  am) 
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[M-285  Arndt  1,  July  11, 1980] 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD. 

Notice  of  deletion  of  item  from  the  July 
17th  calendar. 

TIME  AND  date:  9:30  a.m.,  July  17, 1980. 

PLACE:  Room  1027, 1825  Connecticut 
Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20428. 

SUBJECT:  21.  Docket  35514 — Elimination 
of  the  Part  253  Commission  schedule 
filing  requirement  and  revocation  of 
Section  399.85,  the  related  policy 
statement,  requiring  adherence  to  the 
schedule  (OGC)  MBA  8776-A. 

STATUS:  Open. 

PERSON  TO  contact.  Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 
the  Secretary  (202)  673-5068. 

[S-1359-80  Filed  7-14-80;  4:38  pm] 

BILLING  CODE  6320-01-N 
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COMMODITY  FUTURES  TRADING 
COMMISSION. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  11:45  a.m.,  July  18, 1980. 

PLACE:  2033  K  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.,  eighth  floor  conference  room. 

STATUS:  CLOSED. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

Continuation  of  closed  discussion  of 
enforcement  matter/proposed  offer  of 


settlement  from  closed  Commission 
Meeting  held  July  15, 1980. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
INFORMATION:  Jane  Stuckey,  254-6314. 

[S-1370-80  Filed  7-15-80;  3:47  pm] 

BILLING  CODE  8351-01 -M 
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FEDERAL  DEPOSIT  INSURANCE 
CORPORATION. 

Notice  of  changes  in  subject  matter  of 
agency  meeting 
Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
subsection  (e)(2)  of  the  “Government  in 
the  Sunshine  Act”  (5  U.S.C.  552b(e)(2)), 
notice  is  hereby  given  that  at  its  closed 
meeting  held  at  11:30  a.m.  on  Monday, 
July  14, 1980,  the  Corporation’s  Board  of 
Directors  determined,  on  motion  of 
Chairman  Irvine  H.  Sprague,  seconded 
by  Director  William  M.  Isaac 
(Appointive),  concurred  in  by  Mr.  Lewis 
G.  Odom,  Jr.,  acting  in  the  place  and 
stead  of  Director  John  G.  Heimann 
(Comptroller  of  the  Currency),  that 
Corporation  business  required  the 
addition  to  the  agenda  for  consideration 
at  the  meeting,  on  less  than  seven  days' 
notice  to  the  public,  of  the  following 
matters: 

Recommendation  regarding  the  liquidation  of 
assets  acquired  by  the  Corporation  from 
Franklin  National  Bank,  New  York,  New 
York  (Case  No.  44,393-L). 

Memorandum  re:  FDIC’s  Comment  Letter  to 
the  Federal  Reserve  Board  on  the  Proposed 
Revision  of  Form  F.R.  Y-7  (Annual  Report 
of  Foreign  Bank  Holding  Companies, 
Foreign  Banks,  and  Foreign  Parent 
Companies). 

The  Board  further  determined,  by  that 
same  majority  vote,  that  no  earlier 
notice  of  these  changes  in  the  subject 
matter  of  the  meeting  was  practicable; 
that  the  public  interest  did  not  require 
consideration  of  the  matters  in  a 
meeting  open  to  public  observation;  and 
that  the  matters  could  be  considered  in 
a  closed  meeting  by  authority  of 
subsection  (c)(9)(B)  of  the  “Government 
in  the  Sunshine  Act"  (5  U.S.C. 
552b(c)(9)(B)). 

Dated:  July  14, 1980. 

Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Corporation. 

Alan  J.  Kaplan, 

Assistant  Executive  Secretary. 

[S-1364-80  Filed  7-15-80;  1:25  pm] 

BILLING  CODE  8714-01-M 
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FEDERAL  DEPOSIT  INSURANCE 
CORPORATION. 

Notice  of  Change  in  Subject  Matter  of 
Agency  Meeting 
Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
subsection  (e)(2)  of  the  “Government  in 
the  Sunshine  Act"  (5  U.S.C.  552b(e)(2)), 
notice  is  hereby  given  that  at  its  open 
meeting  held  at  11:00  a.m.  on  Monday, 
July  14, 1980,  the  Board  of  Directors  of 
the  Federal  Deposit  Insurance 
Corporation  determined,  on  motion  of 
Chairman  Irvine  H.  Sprague,  seconded 
by  Director  William  M.  Isaac 
(Appointive),  concurred  in  by  Mr.  Lewis 
G.  Odom,  Jr.,  acting  in  the  place  and 
stead  of  Director  John  G.  Heimann 
(Comptroller  of  the  Currency),  that 
Corporation  business  required  the 
addition  to  the  agenda  for  consideration 
at  the  meeting,  on  less  than  seven  days’ 
notice  to  the  public,  of  a  resolution 
authorizing  the  establishment  of  a  bank 
account  for  the  receipt  and 
disbursement  of  funds  involved  in  the 
management  and  operation  of  the 
building  at  1776  F  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C. 

The  Board  further  determined,  by  the 
same  majority  vote,  that  no  earlier 
notice  of  the  change  in  the  subject 
matter  of  the  meeting  was  practicable. 

Dated:  July  14, 1980. 

Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Corporation. 

Alan  J.  Kaplan, 

Assistant  Executive  Secretary. 

[S-1365-80  Filed  7-15-80;  1:25  pm] 

BILLING  CODE  8714-01-M _ 
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FEDERAL  DEPOSIT  INSURANCE 
CORPORATION. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
“Government  in  the  Sunshine  Act"  (5 
U.S.C.  552b),  notice  is  hereby  given  that 
at  2:30  p.m.  on  Monday,  July  21, 1980,  the 
Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Corporation’s 
Board  of  Directors  will  meet  in  closed 
session,  by  vote  of  the  Board  of 
Directors  pursuant  to  sections 
552b(c)(2),  (c)(6),  (c)(8),  (c)(9)(A)(ii), 
(c)(9)(B),  and  (c)(10)  of  Title  5,  United 
States  Code,  to  consider  the  following 
matters: 

Application  for  Federal  deposit 
insurance: 

Stockmen's  Bank,  a  proposed  new  bank,  to 
be  located  at  3825  Stockton  Hill  Road, 
Kingman,  Arizona,  for  Federal  deposit 
insurance. 
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Application  for  consent  to  merge  and 
establish  branches: 

The  Carolina  Bank,  Sanford,  North  Carolina, 
an  insured  State  nonmember  bank,  for 
consent  to  merge,  under  its  charter  and 
title,  with  Peoples  National  Bank, 

Smithfield,  North  Carolina,  and  for  consent 
to  establish  the  three  offices  of  Peoples 
National  Bank  as  branches  of  the  resultant 
bank. 

Recommendations  regarding  the 
liquidation  of  a  bank’s  assets  acquired 
by  the  Corporation  in  its  capacity  as 
receiver,  liquidator,  or  liquidating  agent 
of  those  assets: 

Case  No.  44,375-L — American  City  Bank  & 
Trust  Company,  National  Association, 
Milwaukee,  Wisconsin. 

Memorandum  re:  American  Bank  &  Trust 
Orangeburg,  South  Carolina. 

Recommendations  with  respect  to  the 
initiation,  termination,  or  conduct  of 
administrative  enforcement  proceedings 
(cease-and-desist  proceedings, 
termination-of-insurance  proceedings, 
suspension  or  removal  proceedings,  or 
assessment  of  civil  money  penalties) 
against  certain  insured  banks  or  officers, 
directors,  employees,  agents,  or  other 
persons  participating  in  the  conduct  of 
the  affairs  thereof: 

Names  of  persons  and  names  and  locations 
of  banks  authorized  to  be  exempt  from 
disclosure  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
subsections  (c)(6),  (c)(6),  and  (c)(9)(A)(ii)  of 
the  "Government  in  the  Sunshine  Act"  (5 
U.S.C.  552b(c)(6),  (c)(8),  and  (c)(9)(A)(ii)). 

Personnel  actions  regarding 
appointments,  promotions, 
administrative  pay  increases, 
reassignments,  retirements,  separations, 
removals,  etc.: 

Names  of  employees  authorized  to  be  exempt 
from  disclosure  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  subsections  (c)(2)  and  (c)(6)  of  the 
“Government  in  the  Sunshine  Act"  (5 
U.S.C.  552b(c)(2)  and  (c)(6)). 

Reports  of  committees  and  officers: 

Memorandum  re:  Reports  Required  Under 
Delegated  Authority — Liquidation 
Expenditures. 

The  meeting  will  be  held  in  the  Board 
Room  on  the  sixth  floor  of  the  FDIC 
Building  located  at  550 17th  Street  NW„ 
Washington,  D.C. 

Requests  for  information  concerning 
the  meeting  may  be  directed  to  Mr. 
Hoyle  L.  Robinson,  Executive  Secretary 
of  the  Corporation,  at  (202)  389-4425. 

Dated:  )uly  14, 1980. 

Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Corporation. 

Alan ).  Kaplan, 

Assistant  Executive  Secretary. 

[S-1386-80  Filed  7-15-80;  1:25  pm] 

BRUNO  CODE  S714-01-M 
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FEDERAL  DEPOSIT  INSURANCE 
CORPORATION. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
“Government  in  the  Sunshine  Act”  (5 
U.S.C.  552b),  notice  is  hereby  given  that 
the  Federal  Deposit  Insurance 
Corporation’s  Board  of  Directors  will 
meet  in  open  session  at  2:00  p.m.  on 
Monday,  July  21, 1980,  to  consider  the 
following  matters: 

Disposition  of  minutes  of  previous 
meetings. 

Request  by  the  Comptroller  of  the 
Currency  for  a  report  on  the  competitive 
factors  involved  in  a  proposed  merger  of 
First  Eastern  Bank,  National 
Association,  Wilkes-Barre, 

Pennsylvania,  and  North  Scranton  Bank 
and  Trust  Company,  Scranton, 
Pennsylvania. 

Request  by  the  Comptroller  of  the 
Currency  for  a  report  on  the  competitive 
factors  involved  in  a  proposed  merger  of 
First  Eastern  Bank,  National 
Association,  Wilkes-Barre, 

Pennsylvania,  and  South  Side  National 
Bank,  Catawissa,  Pennsylvania. 

Appeal,  pursuant  to  the  Freedom  of 
Information  Act,  from  the  Corporation’s 
earlier  partial  denial  of  a  request  for 
records. 

Reports  of  committees  and  officers: 

Minutes  of  the  actions  approved  by  the 
Committee  on  Liquidations,  Loans  and 
Purchases  of  Assets  pursuant  to  authority 
delegated  by  the  Board  of  Directors. 

Reports  of  the  Director  of  the  Division  of 
Bank  Supervision  with  respect  to 
applications  or  requests  approved  by  him 
and  the  various  Regional  Directors 
pursuant  to  authority  delegated  by  the 
Board  of  Directors. 

Report  of  the  Controller  on  the  termination  of 
the  liquidation  of  First  State  Bank  of 
Tuscola,  Tuscola,  Texas. 

The  meeting  will  be  held  in  the  Board 
Room  on  the  sixth  floor  of  the  FDIC 
Building  located  at  550 17th  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C. 

Requests  for  information  concerning 
the  meeting  may  be  directed  to  Mr. 
Hoyle  L  Robinson,  Executive  Secretary 
of  die  Corporation,  at  (202)  389-4425. 

Dated:  July  14, 1980. 

Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Corporation. 

Alan  J.  Kaplan, 

Assistant  Executive  Secretary. 

[S-1367-80  Filed  7-17-80: 8:45  am) 

BRUNO  CODE  6714-01-M 
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FEDERAL  ELECTION  COMMISSION. 

DATE  AND  time:  Tuesday,  July  22, 1980  at 
10  a.m. 

place:  1325  K  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C. 


STATUS:  This  meeting  will  be  closed  to 
the  public. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED:  Personnel. 
Compliance.  Audit  and  Review  Policy. 
Threshold  Audits.  9038(a)  Audits. 
***** 

DATE  AND  TIME:  Wednesday,  July  23. 

1980  at  10  a.m. 

PLACE:  1325  K  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C. 

STATUS:  This  meeting  will  be  closed  to 
the  public. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED:  Any 

matters  not  concluded  on  Tuesday,  July 
22, 1980. 

***** 

DATE  AND  TIME:  Thursday,  July  24, 1980 
at  10  a.m. 

PLACE:  1325  K  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  (fifth  floor). 

STATUS:  This  meeting  will  be  open  to  the 
public. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

Setting  of  dates  for  future  meetings 
Correction  and  approval  of  minutes 
Certifications 
Advisory  opinions: 

Draft  AO  1980-70:  Dennis  H.  Nystrom, 
Committee  for  Independent  Expenditures 
for  Republicans. 

Draft  AO  1980-71:  Greta  C.  Botka,  Oak 
Industries,  Inc.,  Political  Action 
Association. 

Draft  AO  1980-72:  Miles  J.  Alexander  (Law 
Firm  Political  Contribution  Plan). 

Draft  AO  1980-65:  Robert  L  Ackerly, 
National  Tire  Dealers  and  Retreaders 
Association  (NTDRA)  and  TIDE  PAC. 
Affirmative  action  plan 
Contributions  from  unregistered 
organizations 

1980  Election  and  related  matters 
Appropriations  and  budget 
Pending  legislation 
Classification  actions 
Routine  administrative  matters 

PERSON  TO  CONTACT  FOR  INFORMATION: 

Mr.  Fred  Eiland,  Public  Information 
Officer,  telephone:  202-523-4065. 
Marjorie  W.  Emmons, . 

Secretary  to  the  Commission. 

(S-1369-80  Filed  7-15-80;  3:18  pm] 

BRUNO  CODE  8715-01-44 


8 

FEDERAL  ENERGY  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION. 

“FEDERAL  REGISTER”  CITATION  OF 
PREVIOUS  ANNOUNCEMENT:  45  FR  47300; 
July  14, 1980. 

PREVIOUSLY  ANNOUNCED  TIME  AND  DATE 
OF  MEETING:  10  a.m.,  July  16, 1980. 
CHANGE  IN  THE  MEETING:  The  following 
item  had  been  added: 
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Item  Number,  Docket  Number,  and  Company 
ER-8 — ER80-333,  Southern  Indiana  Gas  & 
Electric  Co. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[S-1361-80  Filed  7-15-80;  10:30  am] 

BILLING  CODE  8450-85-41 
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FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION. 

TIME  AND  date:  9  a.m.,  July  22, 1980. 
place:  Hearing  Room  One,  1100  L 
Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20573. 
STATUS:  Open. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

1.  Report  on  Notation  Items  disposed  of 
during  June  1980. 

2.  Report  of  the  Secretary  on  times 
shortened  for  submitting  comments  on 
section  15  agreements  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority  during  June  1980. 

3.  Report  of  the  Secretary  on  Applications 
for  Admission  to  Practice  approved  during 
June,  1980  pursuant  to  delegated  authority. 

4.  Assignment  of  Informal  Dockets  by  die 
Secretary  during  June  1980. 

5.  Trailer  Marine  Transport  Corporation  5.2 
percent  general  rate  increase  applying 
between  United  States  Atlantic  and  Gulf 
ports  and  ports  in  Puerto  Rico  and  between 
San  Juan,  Puerto  Rico  and  ports  in  the  Virgin 
Islands. 

6.  Gulf  Caribbean  Marine  Lines,  Inc.  5.2 
percent  general  rate  increase  applying 
between  United  States  Atlantic  and  Gulf 
ports  and  ports  in  Puerto  Rico. 

7.  Agreements  Nos.  10180-4, 10332-1, 
10371-1,  and  10377:  Chartering  agreements  in 
the  Korean  trades. 

8.  Agreement  No.  10045-3:  Modification  of 
the  Florida/Panama  Agreement  and 
Agreement  No.  10104-1:  Modification  of  the 
Florida/Guatemala,  Honduras  and  El 
Salvador  Rate  Agreement  to  admit  Sea-Land 
Service,  Inc.,  as  a  party,  to  expand  their 
geographic  scopes;  and  for  other  purposes. 

9.  Docket  No.  79-94:  All-Freight  Packers  & 
Forwarders,  Inc. — Indendent  Ocean  Freight 
Forwarder  License  Application — 
Consideration  of  the  record. 

10.  Informal  Docket  No.  798(1):  Kobrand 
Corporation  v.  Sea-Land  Service,  Inc. — 
Review  of  Settlement  Officer's  Decision. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
INFORMATION:  Francis  C.  Humey, 
Secretary  (202)  523-5725. 

(S-1362-80  Filed  7-15-80;  10:59  em] 

BILUNG  CODE  S730-01-M 
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POSTAL  SERVICE. 

(Board  of  Governors) 

The  Board  of  Governors  of  the  United 
States  Postal  Service,  pursuant  to  its 
bylaws  (39  CFR  7.5)  and  the 
Government  in  the  Sunshine  Act  (5 
U.S.C.  $  552b),  hereby  gives  notice  of  a 
change  in  the  time  and  place  of  its  next 
meeting,  which  was  previously 


scheduled  for  July  17, 1980,  at  Postal 
Service  Headquarters  in  Washington, 
D.C.  This  meeting,  which  will  be  closed 
to  the  public  as  previously  announced, 
will  be  held  in  Denver,  Colorado,  on 
Monday,  August  4, 1980,  starting  at  2:30 
p.m.,  in  die  Board  Room,  2nd  Floor, 
Fairmont  Hotel,  1750  Welton  Street.  The 
Board  expects  to  discuss  the  Postal  Rate 
Commission's  April  8, 1980, 
Recommended  Decision  upon 
Reconsideration  of  the  Electronic  Mail 
Classification  Proposal,  1978 
(Commission  Docket  No.  MC78-3).  This 
is  the  only  item  on  the  Agenda  for  this 
meeting.  Requests  for  information  about 
the  meeting  should  be  addressed  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Board,  Louis  A.  Cox,  at 
(202)  245-4632. 

Louis  A.  Cox, 

Secretary. 

(S-1380-80  Filed  7-14-80: 4:38  pm] 

BILLING  CODE  7710-12-M 
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SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE  COMMISSION. 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Government  in  the 
Sunshine  Act,  Pub.  L  94-409,  that  the 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission 
will  hold  the  following  meetings  during 
the  week  of  July  21, 1980,  in  Room  825, 
500  North  Capitol  Street,  Washington, 
D.C. 

An  open  meeting  will  be  held  on 
Thursday,  July  24, 1980,  at  10:00  a jn., 
immediately  followed  by  a  closed 
meeting. 

The  Commissioners,  their  legal 
assistants,  the  Secretary  of  the 
Commission,  and  recording  secretaries 
will  attend  the  closed  meeting.  Certain 
staff  members  who  are  responsible  for 
the  calendared  matters  may  be  present. 

The  General  Counsel  of  die 
Commission,  or  his  designee,  has 
certified  that,  in  his  opinion,  the  items  to 
be  considered  at  the  closed  meeting  may 
be  considered  pursuant  to  one  or  more 
of  the  exemptions  set  forth  in  5  U.S.C. 
522b(c)(4)(8)(9)(A)  and  (10)  and  17  CFR 
200.402(a)(4)(8)(9)(i)  and  (10). 

Chairman  Williams  and 
Commissioners  Loomis,  Evans,  and 
Friedman  determined  to  hold  the 
aforesaid  meeting  in  closed  session. 

The  subject  matter  of  the  open 
meeting  scheduled  for  Thursday,  July  24, 
1980,  at  10:00  a.m.,  will  be: 

Consideration  of  whether  to  grant  the 
application  of  Southern  Company 
(“Southern”)  pursuant  to  Section  6, 7, 9,  and 
10  of  the  Public  Utility  Holding  Company  Act 
of  1935,  seeking  authorization  for  the 
issuance  and  sale  by  Southern  and  the 
acquisition  by  its  subsidiaries  of  up  to 
$40,000,000,  in  value  of  Southern's  authorized 
but  unissued  common  stock  to  fund  the 


Employee  Stock  Ownership  Plan  of  the 
Southern  System  for  1979  and  1980.  The  filing 
was  duly  noticed  on  May  13, 1980.  A  request 
for  a  hearing  and  for  a  determination  whether 
authorization  or  denial  of  the  proposed 
transactions  is  a  major  federal  action 
significantly  affecting  the  human 
environment  within  the  meaning  of  The 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of  I960, 
has  been  filed.  Petitioners  urge  that  an 
environmental  impact  statement  should  be 
prepared  as  part  of  the  Commission’s 
consideration  of  the  proposal.  The 
Commission  will  consider  to  order  a  hearing 
and  whether  an  environmental  impact 
statement  is  required.  For  further  information, 
please  contact  Grant  G.  Guthrie  at  (202)  523- 
5156. 

The  subject  matter  of  the  closed 
meeting  scheduled  for  Thursday,  July  24, 
1980,  immediately  following  the  10:00 
a.m.  open  meeting,  will  be: 

Formal  orders  of  investigation. 

Litigation  matters. 

Access  to  investigative  files  by  Federal, 

State,  or  Self-Regulatory  Authorities. 
Settlement  of  administrative  proceeding  of  an 
enforcement  nature. 

Settlement  of  injunctive  actions. 

Institution  of  injunctive  actions. 

Institution  and  settlement  of  administrative 
proceedings  of  an  enforcement  nature. 
Institution  of  administrative  proceedings  of 
an  enforcement  nature. 

Freedom  of  Information  Act  appeal  and 
confidential  treatment. 

Proposed  order  in  administrative  proceeding 
of  an  enforcement  nature. 

At  times  changes  in  Commission 
priorities  require  alterations  in  the 
scheduling  of  meeting  items.  For  further 
information  and  to  ascertain  what,  if 
any,  matters  have  been  added,  deleted 
or  postponed,  please  contact:  Nancy 
Wojtas  at  (202)  272-2178. 

July  14, 1980. 

(S-1363-S0  Filed  7-15-80;  11:10  am] 
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TENNESSEE  VALLEY  AUTHORITY. 

“FEDERAL  REGISTER”  CITATION  OF 

previous  announcement:  FR  ; 

July  ,  1980. 

PREVIOUSLY  ANNOUNCED  TIME  AND  DATE 
OF  MEETING:  7  p.m.,  CDT,  Thursday,  July 
17, 1980. 

PREVIOUSLY  ANNOUNCED  PLACE  OF 
MEETING:  West  Elementary  School 
Auditorium,  Clay  Avenue,  Russellville, 
Alabama. 
status:  Open. 

ADDITIONAL  matter:  The  following  item 
is  added  to  the  previously  announced 
agenda: 

B.  Purchase  Awards 

5.  Consideration  of  procedures  for  selecting 
a  contractor  to  perform  architectural  and 


